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CURRENT TOPICS. 

_ During THE aBsznce of Mr. Justice Vavonan Wriitams on 
circuit, Lord Justice A. L. Surrn has, at the request of the Lord 
Chancellor, consented to act as an additional judge of the 
Chancery Division for the ae of dealing with the cases now 
under the jurisdiction of Mr. Justice Vavonan Wiutiams, and 
it is understood that an order is in course of preparation for the 
Pp © of carrying out this arrangement by means of a transfer 
to the Lord Justice, 





Reatwzma the inconvenience of allowing debenture-holders’ 


actions to be carried on before a judge not having before him 








the winding up of the companies in which those debenture- 
holders are interested, the Lord Chancellor has made an order 
transferring from the four judges of the Chancery Division 
before whom such actions are pending to Mr. Justice VaucHAN 
Wrtu1ams a batch of twenty-five such actions. The order takes 
effect from the day of its date—viz., July 25. 





As THE cLOsE of the present sittings approaches it becomes 
evident that the Court of Appeal No. 2 cannot complete the 
hearing of the Chancery final appeals remaining y to be 
heard. Among the twenty-five appeals unheard are two or 
three heavy cases which may possibly be passed over, should it 
appear likely that they cannot be finished before the court 
rises for the vacation, in order to give place for the hearing of 
shorter cases. 





Tue LETTER from Mr. B. G. Laxe which we print elsewhere 
ought to act asa warning to persons who are thinking of in- 
trusting themselves and their land to the tender mercies of the 
Land Registry Office. It may or may not be an excellent 
thing to have land with a registered title, but it is just as well 
to be able to realize at the outset what this will mean. Not 
satisfied with having once attracted land on to the register— 
and in the present state of things it might be supposed 
that this would be no mean achievement—the office insists 
that every subsequent dealing with the land, however tem- 
porary may be its p e, shall also be registered, or at 
any rate—and after ‘all this is the only im + matter 
—the office shall get the same fees as though it was regis- 
tered. In the case mentioned by our co: ndent the regis- 
tered owner wished to borrow for a short period from her bankers 
£1,500 on equitable mortgage of the land by deposit of the 
title deeds and certificate accompanied by a memorandum. 
On this the stamp duty is 15s. or £1 17s. 6d. if the 
memorandum is under seal. Under the ordinary rules of the 
Land Registry Office a fee of £1 is payable for lodging a 
caution, so as to secure to the equitable mortgagee notice of any 


dealings with the land, and this is certainly a sufficient 
acknowledgment of the right of the office to levy toll. But 
itis a high crime and misdemeanour that any such informal 


proceeding as a mere equitable mortgage protected by a caution 
should be attempted at all. The mo itself ought to be 
duly registered, and the proper fee, in this case £5 5s., paid. 
Here, then, comes in very happily Lord Hatssvry’s provision in 
the rules of the 16th of January, 1889, that for lodging a 
caution to protect any estate or interest capable of registration 
the same fee shall be payable as on a registration. The 
charge does not really require istration, and the lender 
of the money gets all he wants by lod ing a caution. But this 
does not suit the office, and although in fixi the stamp duty 
the Legislature recognizes that facility must given for tem- 
sr charges and diminishes the duty accordingly, the Land 

gistry Office will have its highest fee or nothing. So long as 


§ | registration is voluntary, the matter is not so important. Those 


unfortunate persons who have registered their land are trapped, 
but the rest of the world can ia wenien and keep at a dis- 


639! tance. But when compulsory registration is next talked of, 
640 | these things should be had in remembrance. 





A sTRENvovs but unsuccessful attempt was made in 7ichberne 
v. Weir to induce the Court of Ap to accede to the view 
that the effect of the Real Property Limitation Acts is to trans- 
fer the title of the former to the new possessor. It is 
true that Lord Sr. Lxonarps, one of the greatest authorities on 
the subject, more than once uses ions which appear to 
favour this view. In J ed Society v. Richards (1 Dr. & 
War., at p. 289) he says: ‘“‘ Under the new Act (#+., the Act of 
1833) when the remedy is barred, the right and title of the real 
owner = extinguished, and mm : pa gg to the 

n whose possession is a \ n Burroughs v. Mf Creight 
Py Jo. & Lat., at p. 308) he speaks of the statute as making 
actual possession “a bar and a transfer of the estate.” And so, 
too, in Scott v. Nixon (3 Dr, & War,, at p. 407) he refers to the 
“legal fee simple” as being to the party in posses- 
40 
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sion.” But the use of the phrase ‘in effect” in the first of 
these cases shews clearly that Lord Sr. Leonarps was not there 
pretending to speak with technical precision, and in the other 
cases he was merely referring to the general result of the 
operation of the statute, and not to a transfer in the strict sense 
when a successor in title takes the exact estate, or some part of the 
estate, of his predecessor. Upon principle the matter admits of no 
doubt. Indeed, as the old estate is extinguished, it is a contradic- 
tion in terms to say that it is transferred. The new possessor 
gets an estate which is as good for him as though there had been a 
transfer, but between his estate and that of the former owner 
there is no connection whatever. It is sometimes fortunate for 
him that it is so, as he acquires an estate free from any of the 
liabilities which may have attached to the previous estate, and 
such was the case in the present instance. The plaintifi’s 
predecessor in title had in 1802 granted a lease of houses for 
eighty-nine years, with the usual covenants to repair. The 
houses passed into the possession of an equitable mortgagee of 
the lease, and the defendant was holding by assignment from 
him when the lease expired in 1891. There had thus never 
been any assignment of the legal estate in the term, and, 
although the rent had been regularly paid, the defendant was 
apparently under no liability in respect of the covenants to 
repair. In order to maintain the action, which was brought to 
enforce the covenants, it was necessary to rely upon the estate 
which, as against the legal owner of the term, he had acquired 
by the statute, and to contend that the statute had effected a 
transfer of the term. The Court of Appeal, however, took the 
above view of the matter, and affirmed the judgment of Cave, 
J., for the defendant. 





So tone as the present tests exist for deciding upon the 
validity of covenants in restraint of trade it is natural that cases 
upon the effect of particular covenants should frequently occur, 
and a new decision of some interest has been given in the case 
of Perls & Co. v. Saalfeld (40 W. R. 548; 1892, 2 Ch. 149). 
Originally it was settled that a general restraint of trade extending 
throughout England was necessarily bad, and that any restraint of 
trade not founded on actual consideration was bad also ; if, how- 
ever, the restraint was not general, and a consideration existed, the 
party benefited by the restraint might support it by shewing that 
the contract was reasonable: Mitchell v. Reynolds (1 Sm. L. C. 430). 
At one time the courts were in the habit of inquiring into the 
adequacy of the consideration, but this policy has long been 
given up: Hitchcock v. Coker (6 A. & E. 438), Gravely v. Barnard 
(22 W. R. 891, L. R. 18 Eq. 518). And the law has also been 
altered by shifting the burden of proof as to the reasonableness 
of the restraint. Provided the restraint is not general, there is 
no presumption now against its validity, and it is for the party 
who impeaches it to shew that itis unreasonable: Zaullis v. Tallis 
(1 E. & B. 391). This task was successfully performed by the 
defendant in Perls § Co. v. Saalfeld. The plaintiffs, who carried 
on business in London, and dealt in soap and perfumery, em- 
ployed the defendant as correspondence clerk and book-keeper 
under an agreement which precluded him for a period of three 
years after leaving their firm from accepting another situa- 
tion as clerk or agent within a radius of fifteen miles from 
the Royal Exchange without their written permission ; but 
such permission was not to be withheld if it was proved to 
the satisfaction of the plaintiffs that the sought-for clerkship or 
agency was not with a firm dealing in goods of the same class 
as themselves. The Court of Appeal (Lixpiey, Bowen, and 
Kay, L.JJ.) held that this was unreasonable, and therefore void. 
If it had been possible to construe it as a prohibition merely 
against engaging in competing trades, it would have been valid, 
and upon the first part of the clause this might have been 

ible. But the second part shewed clearly that the restraint 
in the first instance was against accepting a situation in any 
business whatever, and although this was subsequently cut 
down, it was only upon the terms of the defendant first getting 
permission from the plaintiffs, and as to the propriety of granting 
such permission they were to be the sole judges. The restric- 
tion, therefore, was more than was reasonably necessary for 
their protection. ‘The case shews that in drawing clauses of this 
kind it is a mistake to aim at stringency. The important 


point is to carry them no further than the requirements of 
the case reasonably demand. 





THE LATEST NUMBERS of the Patent Office Reports contain several 
interesting decisions. In Gadd § Mason v. Mayor, §c., of Man. 
chester (1892, 9 P. O. R. 249) Mr. Justice Kexewicn emphasized 
the point for which Plimpton v. Malcolmson (3 Ch. D. 531) and 
Blank v. Footman (39 Ch. D. 678) are partial authorities—that, 
in order to establish publication of an invention or a design, 
there must be proved an intention to publish, unless the acts 
done clearly produced the effect. His lordship went on, hoy. 
ever, to say that, ‘‘ whatever a man’s declared intention may 
have been, however credible his statement that he communicated 
his secret only in confidence, communication of his secret to a 
large number of persons is inconsistent with secrecy, and must 
be so treated.” This proposition is in distinct conflict with 
another part of the judgment, in which Mr. Justice Kexewica 
observed that ‘‘over-much weight must not be given to the 
number of persons to whom the secret is communicated,” and 
we trust that it will not be adopted as a rigorous criterion of 
publication. The preliminary difficulty of defining the term 
‘large”’ is enough to condemn it ; and it would surely be unjust 
to hold that a man may not disclose his invention in confidence 
to the directors, or for that matter to a special meeting of the 
shareholders, of a company who are thinking of purchasing it. 
In Robertson, Sanderson, § Co.’s Trade-mark (1892, 9 P. O. RB, 
264), Mr. Justice Srrriine decided that the court had no juris- 
diction to give leave to amend the notice of motion in a case on 
appeal from the comptroller, referred to it by the Board of 
Trade under section 69, sub-section 4, of the Trade-Marks Act 
of 1883. This isa point of first impression, and is worthy of 
professional attention. It seems probable that the registrar also 
will decline to allow any amendments raising new grounds of 
opposition after the expiration of the three months mentioned in 
section 69 of the Act of 1883. Nettlefold v. Reynolds (ubi sup., at 
p- 270) is of interest, chiefly on account of the unhesitating 
affirmance which it contains of the well-known principle laid 
down in Curtis v. Platt (3 Ch. D. 135 n) and kindred cases, 
that when a patentee claims an improvement in detail, produc- 
ing an old result in a new manner, his patent must be confined 
to the exact detail. 





THE supemMent of the Privy Council in Robinson v. Th 
Canadian Pacifie Railway Co. disposes of a very singular liti- 
gation. The action was brought in the Superior Court of the 
Province of Quebec by a widow, on behalf of herself and her 
child, to recover compensation for the death of her husband, 
which it was alleged was due to injuries sustained while he was 
in the service of the defendants though the negligence of their 
employés. The injuries were sustained on the 27th of August, 
1882, and the husband died on the 13th of November, 1883. 
The case was tried in April, 1885, before Donerry, J., and a 
jury, when the jury found for the plaintiff and assessed the 
damages at 2,000 dols. for herself and 1,000 dols. for her child. 
The Superior Court, sitting in review, refused to enter judgment 
for the plaintiff, and ordered a new trial, on the ground that the 
jury had been wrongly directed to take into account the anguish 
and mental sufferings of the widowed mother and orphan child. 
The Queen’s Bench in Quebec set this decision aside and gave 
effect to the verdict. Then the Supreme Court of Canada 
reversed this last decision, restored the judgment of the Superior 
Court in review, and directed the plaintiff to pay the costs of the 
appeals to the Queen’s Bench and the Supreme Court. This 
ended the first trial, with its consequent set of appeals. The 
second trial took place in November, 1888, and the jury, not 
unnaturally, felt that the plaintiff's case‘*was growing more 
meritorious with the delay. This time they awarded her 
4,500dols. and the child 2,000dols. Thereupon the game 
began again, and the defendants now introduced a fresh defence. 
They moved the Superior Court in review (1) for a new trial, 
(2) for arrest of judgment, and (3) for judgment in their favour 
non obstante veredicto. The last plea was put: upor the ground 
that, as the lapse of twelve months after the injuries during the 
life of the husband had, under section 2262 (2) of the Civil Code 
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of Lower Canada, barred any right of action in him, the 
widow’s right after his death, conferred by section 1056, was 
also barred. The Superior Court, however, by a majority 
of two to one, ruled against the defendants on all three points, 
and entered judgment for the plaintiff. The Queen’s Bench, 
consisting of five judges, unanimously affirmed thig decision. 
But, in the Supreme Court of Canada, although the motions for 
a new trial and for arrest of judgment were stated to be refused, 
the new defence was allowed and judgment entered for the 
defendants non obstante veredicto. From this the plaintiff 
appealed to the Privy Council. Here a different view was taken 
of the section conferring the widow’s right of action, and it was 
held that different periods of limitation were fixed for the action 
of the person injured and for the action of his wife and relatives 
after his death, the latter action being maintainable in any case 
within a year from death if satisfaction had not been recovered 
by the injured man during life. In the event of such a result, 
the defendants had urged that they ought to be allowed to go 
back to the Supreme Court to be heard on their motion for a 
new trial, it being alleged that the statement in the decree that 
this had been dismissed had been inserted by mistake. Of 
course, as matters turned out in the Supreme Court, it had not 
been necessary to consider it, and the mistake had possibly been 
made. Considering, however, the result of the previous trials 
and appeals, it is unlikely that the defendants would have gained 
anything by prolonging the litigation, and the Privy Council 
refused to send the case back. It appears that it only requires 
an empire of proper magnitude, suitably divided and sub- 
divided, with courts at every stage and a court of final appeal at 
the top, to make litigation last for ever. 





Tue Forcen Transrers Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. ¢. 36), con- 
tains four operative sections only. The 2nd, which is of consid- 
erable importance, gives a retrospective operation to the Forged 
Transfers Act, 1891, by the enactment that sub-section (1) of 
section 1 of that Act, which gives companies and local authori- 
ties power to make compensation for loss arising either from a 
forged transfer or from a transfer under a forged power of 
attorney, shall have effect whether the loss arises and the trans- 
fer or power of attorney was forged before or after the passing 
of the new Act. It is believed that the provisions of the Act of 
1891 which allow companies and local authorities to set apart a 
fund for meeting claims for compensation under the Act, have 
been but little, if at all, adopted. It will be remembered that 
at a meeting of the Incorporated Law Society in April last a 
resolution in favour of the adoption of these provisions was 
carried by 50 votes to 12. If any companies could see their 
way to taking advantage of the present Act, and paying com- 
pensation in respect of losses already incurred, it is probable 
that their example would be followed, and the Act of 1891 
brought into general operation. The 3rd section of the present 
Act, coupled with section 1 (2) of the Act of 1891, allows the 
compensation fund to be provided by fees not exceeding Is. 
on every £100 transferred, ‘‘ with a minimum charge equal to 
that for twenty-five pounds” (the words italicised being new); 
and the 4th section enacts that where the shares, &c., of a 
company have become by amalgamatior the shares, <c., of 
another company, ‘‘the last-mentioned company shall have the 
same power” under the Act of 1891 and the present Act ‘as 
the original company would have had if it had continued.”’ 


A curious and not uninstructive chapter in the history of 
comparative criminal jurisprudence (says a correspondent) 
“might be written on the changes of fashion in the world of 
poisoners. At one time arsenic was the popular agent; but at 
length the meanest criminals came to grasp the fact that the 
symptoms and appearances of arsenical poisoning were un- 
mistakable, even if Rerscn’s and Marsn’s tests had been non- 
existent. Then opium, prussic acid, antimony, and corrosive 
sublimate had their day. Within the last forty years strychnine 
has been the fashionable drug. It came out under tho auspices 
of Wirriam Parmer, of Rugeley, in 1854. Prior to this date 
only two cases of alleged poisoning by strychnia, that of Miss 
AbErcromby (whose name is preserved tous in Wainwright v. 








Bland, 1830, 1 M. & W. 32), and that of Wren in 1851, are 
recorded. But the Rugeley murder, and the impression that got 
abroad from the failure of Drs. Taytor and Rezzs to detect 
strychnia in the remains of Cook, that this deadly alkaloid 
defied chemical analysis, raised it at once to a bad eminence 
among poisonous drugs, and its felonious administration became 
a frequent occurrence. Whether Dr. Neri may be innocent or 
guilty of the crimes now laid to his charge in the Lambeth 
cases is a point on which I express, and indeed at the present 
early stage of the proceedings entertain, no opinion. But I 
trust that, as a result of the trial, the delusion that strychnia is 
incapable of being chemically detected may once for all be dis- 
pelled, and that the sale of this fatal poison, whether as 
strychnia or nux vomica, and of the vermin killers which so 
often contain it, may be placed under more stringent and 
effective regulations.” 








THE WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS. 


Tux only point which the House of Lords have formally decided 
in Larnardo v. Ford (reported elsewhere) is that, in accordance 
with the judgments of the Queen’s Bench Division and the Court. 
of Appeal (/teg. v. Barnardo, Gossage’s case, 38 W. R. 315, 24 
Q. B. D. 283), the writ of habeas corpus must issue against 
Dr. Barnarpo and a return to it must be made by him; but at 
the same time they have intimated that it will be sufficient for 
Dr. Barnarpo to return that Harry Gossace, the child in ques- 
tion, had ceased to be under his control before the issue of the 
writ, and they have practically overruled the principle, estab- 
lished by the Court of Appeal in Reg. v. Barnardo, Tye’s case (37 
W. R. 789, 23 Q. B. D. 305), and approved by Lord Esner 
in the present case, that a person who has once had the custody 
of a child, and has unlawfully parted with such custody, is 
bound at his own peril to produce the child under a writ of 
habeas corpus, unless, indeed, such production has become 
physically impossible. 

The first intimation of this doctrine appears to be contained 
in the Irish case of Re Matthews (12 Ir. C. L. R. 233), and, on 
account of the importance which the case has now assumed, it 
may be worth while to notice briefly the circumstances of it. 
A child, Mary Marrnews, had been intrusted by her father, 
previously to his death in a Dublin hospital in January, 1858, 
to the care of Mrs. Jorpan, with the request that she should be 
brought up as a Roman Catholic. The mother, who was a 
Protestant, was at the time out of the country. In April Mrs. 
Jorpan took the child to Miss Aytwarp, and the latter lady, 
who was interested in destitute children, and also held a strong 
opinion that the children of mixed marriages should be brought 
up as Roman Catholics, placed her with a nurse in the neigh- 
bourhood of Dublin. In May the mother returned to Ireland, 
and, by commencing proceedings against Mrs. Jorpan, dis- 
covered that the child was under Miss AyLwarp’s control. On 
the 5th of June she demanded the child from Miss Aytwarn, 
but of this demand no notice was taken, and on the 10th of 
June she obtained a conditional order for a writ of habeas corpus 
against her. On the 8th of June, however, the child had been 
taken from the nurse by some person unknown by virtue of an 
order purporting to come from Miss Aytwarp. This order 
Miss Aytwarp alleged to have been forged, and she declared 
that she did not know what had become of the child. Her 
return to the writ stated accordingly that since the 8th day of 
June she had not had the child in her custody, power, or pos- 
session, nor had she any means of knowing in whose custody 
she was. O’Brren, J., held, upon examination of the authori- 
ties, that this return was sufficient. The majority of the court, 
however (Lerroy, C.J., and Haves, J.), were of a contrary 
opinion. Miss Ayi.warp was adjudged to be in contempt, and, 
her answers to the interrogatories administered to her being 
unsatisfactory, she was ultimately committed to prison for six 
months and condemned to pay all the costs of the proceedings. 

A perusal of the judgments of the majority shews that they 
did not accept her statement that she had had nothing to do 
with the child as strictly accurate ; and it seems to have. been 
considered that very probably the child was still virtually under 
her control. Hence the decision might have been rested on this 
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ground, and it would not then have been so readily available 
against Dr. Barnarpo in the recent cases. But a passage from 
the judgment of Hayes, J., went considerably farther than this, 
and placed Miss Aytwarv’s liability on the ground that, having 
once been in unlawful custody of the child—and her custody 
became unlawful after the demand of the mother on the 5th of 
June—she remained amenable to the writ until she had delivered 
the child into lawful custody. ‘‘ When the court,” said he, 
“‘can collect from the writ and return that the party has been in 
illegal custody at a period antecedent to the issuing of the writ, 
it will not rest satistied with the stereotyped form that, at the 
issuing of the writ, or at any time since, the party has not been 
in his possession, custody, or power; but will insist upon the 
person to whom the writ is directed producing the party or 
shewing that he has lawfully discharged himself of such 
custody.” 

In Zye’s case (supra) the child, a girl of thirteen, was lawfully 
in Dr. Barnarvo’s custody until the 14th of December, 1888, 
but on that date the mother asked for the return of the child 
and the custody thenceforth became unlawful. On the 22nd of 
the same month he intrusted the child to a Jady who took her 
out of the country. A writ of habeas corpus was issued on the 
22nd of January, 1889, and Dr. Baryarvo returned that the 
child was no longer in his custody or control. This the Court 
of Appeal adjudged to be insufficient, and held that as Dr. 
Barnarvo had wrongfully parted with the child he was in con- 
tempt for disobedience to the writ and could not purge his con- 
tempt until he had used every available means for bringing her 
back. ‘‘ Persons,” said Linptey, L.J., “who illegally put a 
child out of their power do so at their peril, and, if they are 
ordered to produce the child, no excuse founded on their own 
inability to comply with the order will be held a sufficient 
answer to the writ.” 

In the present case, (rossage’s case, the circumstances were 
similar, though it is not clear that the child Harry Gossace, a 
boy of twelve, was ever unlawfully under Dr. Barnarpo’s con- 
trol. All that is at present established is that Dr. BArnarpo un- 
lawfully handed him over to a stranger to be taken out of the 
jurisdiction. In September, 1888, the boy was placed with him 
with the mother’s approval, but the mother declined to sign an 
agreement that the boy might be sent to a colony. On the 16th 
of November following he handed the boy toa Canadian gen- 
tleman, who took him away and left no address behind. Before 
this he had been informed that arrangements were being made 
on behalf of the mother for the reception of the boy into a 
Catholic institution, but no request for his actual transfer was 
received until after the boy had left Dr. Barnarpo’s Home. 
Proceedings for a /abeas corpus were taken in the following 
March, but Marnew, J., declined to allow a writ to be issued. 
However, in July, 1889, the decision of the Court of Appeal 
was given in Tye’s case (supra), and, encouraged by the result, the 
boy’s mother made a fresh applicaticn for a writ of habeas corpus 
to a Divisional Court consisting of Lord Coteriner, ©.J., and 
Bowen, L.J. This time the writ was granted and the decision 
of the Divisional Court was affirmed by the Court of Appeal 
(Lord Esner, M.R., and Fry, L.J.). Lord Esner had been a 
member of the court in Zyc’s case, and he naturally adopted the 
principle there laid down, referring with approval to the 
passage from the judgment of Hayes, J., in Re Matthews quoted 
above. ‘“‘It seems to me,” he said, ‘‘ that the meaning of that 
must be that the fact that the person to whom the writ is to be 
addressed has illegally parted with the custody of the child even 
before the application for the writ is no reason why the writ 
should not issue.” And he would have been ready to add 
apparently that the fact that he had so ceased to have the child 
in his custody would have been an insufficient return. 

The first divergence from the principle which was thus being 
established is to be found in the judgment of Ixy, L.J., in the | 
same case. He observed that the object of the writ was to 
recover the body of the child, and not to punish a person who 
had at some former time improperly dealt with the child; but, 








as the circumstances raised a suspicion that Dr. Barnarpo had 
handed over the child for the purpose of avoiding proceedings 
for habeas corpus, and as he might still have the means of pro- 
ducing him, he thought the writ should issue. The House of | 
Lords have come to the same conclusion, on the ground that, in 
4 





consideration of the mode of the boy’s disappearance, his mother 
is at least entitled to have a return made to the writ, so as to 
have an opportunity of ascertaining the truth of Dr. Barnarpo’s 
story, but it seems probable that if Dr. Barnarpo can establish 
that he had, in fact, ceased to have the control of the boy before 
the issue of the writ, this will terminate the present proceedings. 
All the law lords dissent from the opinions given in fe Matthews, 
and in the cases in the Court of Appeal, that the writ can be 
used against a person who has unlawfully parted with the 
custody of a child just as much as against the person in whose 
custody the child actually is. Such a use of it is opposed 
both to the form of the writ, which assumes that the actual 
custody is with the person to whom the writ is addressed, 
and to the nature of the proceedings, which are not puni- 
tive, but are designed solely for the recovery of the child. 
It may be a question how far a person remains liable if he parts 
with the child after the writ has issued, or after notice that 
proceedings are about to be taken, though possibly it is not 
very material whether, under such circumstances, he must at 
his peril produce the child, or whether, as Lord Watson 
intimates, he is only liable for his contempt. But, at any rate, 
if he has bond fide handed over the custody of the child to 
another person before the writ has been issued, or any intima- 
tion given of an application for it to issue, it seems that he 
cannot be compelled by habeas corpus proceedings to recover the 
child, and-that other means for his punishment must be found 
in the existing law or devised by the Legislature. 








THE SMALL HOLDINGS ACT, 1892. 
Il. 

3. Lhe disposal of land by the county council (continued).—We 
noticed last week the provisions enabling the council to prepare 
land for the purpose of division into small holdings, and to erect 
buildings when necessary. Section 14 further provides that 
where any right of grazing, sheepwalk, or other similar right is 
attached to land acquired by the council, the council may attach 
any share of the right to any small holding in such manner and 
subject to such regulations as they think expedient. 

When the land is thus ready to be applied for the purposes of 
the Act the next thing is either to sell or let it in small holdings 
to persons who will themselves cultivate it, and who are able to 
cultivate it properly. In general, the holdings will be sold, and 
provision to this effect is made by section 4 (1), which enacts that, 
save as subsequently mentioned, they are to be offered for sule in 
accordance with rules under the Act. The power of letting is 
given by sub-section (2), and is confined to two cases: (i.) 
where the council are of opinion that any persons desirous 
of themselves cultivating small holdings are unable to buy 
on the terms fixed by the Act, and (ii.) where the council 
themselves have not purchased the land, but have taken it on 
lease under section 2. There is also the further restriction 
that the council can only let a small holding where either it 
does not exceed fifteen acres in extent, or, if it exceeds 
fifteen acres, is of an annual value for the purposes of the 
income tax of not more than £15. It is interesting to notice 
that a tenant under a county council will in one respect be in a 
much better position than an ordinary tenant, the same sub- 
section providing that he may, before the expiration of his 
tenancy, remove any fruit and other trees and bushes planted or 
acquired by him for which he has no claim for compensation, 
and also may remove any toolhouse, shed, greenhouse, fowlhouse, 
or pigsty built or acquired by him for which he has no such 
claim. Sub-section (3) enables the county council to sell, or, in 
the cases just described, to let, one or more small holdings to a 
number of persons working on a co-operative system, provided 
such system be approved by the county council. It has been 
already noticed that a small holding is not to exceed fifty acres, 
and, although there is no express prohibition against one persou 
holding two or more holdings, such a state of things is 
opposed to the general design of the Act. But where the 
council is dealing with a co-operative society, it seems that no 
limit is imposed to the amount of land which the society may 
held. They are expressly empowered to acquire several small 
and it wuuld be dillicult to introduce by implication 
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a provision that the number shall not exceed the number of the 
members of the society. Section 7 authorizes the council to 
make rules for carrying the Act into effect, and in particular: 
(a) as to the manner in which holdings are to be sold or let; 
(b) as to the notice to be given of the offer for sale or letting; 
and (c) for guarding against any small holding being let or sold 
to a person who is unable to cultivate it properly; and generally 
for securing the proper cultivati onof the holdings. Section 8 
requires the council to keep a list of the owners and occupiers 
of the small holdings sold or let by them, and a map or plan 
shewing the size, boundaries, and situation of each holding. 

Special importance attaches to the mode in which the pur- 
chase-money is to be ascertained and paid, and this is provided 
for in sections 4, 6, and 18. The last of these sections lays down 
the general rule that a county council is not to acquire land 
save at such price that, in the opinion of the council, all 
expenses incurred by them in relation to the land will be 
recouped out of the purchase-money or rent when the land is 
sold or let respectively, and the purchase-money is to be fixed at 
such reasonable amount as will, in the opinion of the council, 
guard them against loss. And the latter part of this enactment 
is given in more detail in section 4. The council will first (sub- 
section (1) ) have to discover what has been the whole cost of 
the acquisition and adaptation of the land, and this is defined 
(sub-section (4) ) to include every expense incurred by the 
council in relation to the land, inclusive of any allowance to any 
officers of the council for work done in relation thereto. The 
whole cost will then be apportioned among the holdings into 
which the land is divided, and to the share thus assigned to each 
holding will have to be added the cost of registration of title. 
The result will give the price at which the holding will be 
offered for sale, and after sale the price will be further in- 
creased apparently by the cost of any buildings the erection of 
which is provided for, under section 3 (3), by the agreement 
for sale. 

As to payment, section 6 requires that every purchaser shall 
within a time, not less than one month after the purchase, to be 
fixed by rules under the Act, complete the purchase, and shall 
thereupon pay not less than one-fifth of the purchase-money. 
The rest may be secured to the extent of one-fourth of the whole 
purchase-money by a perpetual rent-charge, redeemable in 
manner directed by section 45 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881. 
The residue (if any) is to be secured by a charge on the holding 
in favour of the council, such charge to be paid off by half- 
yearly instalments of principal, with such interest, and within 
such term not exceeding fifty years from the date of the sale, as 
may be agreed on with the council; or, at the purchaser’s 
option, it may be paid with such interest and within such term 
as aforesaid by a terminable annuity payable by equal half- 
yearly instalments. We leave it to the ingenious reader to dis- 
cover what is the difference between these two modes. But, 
whichever is adopted, payment of the instalments may, by agree- 
ment with the council, be postponed for a term not exceeding 
five years, in consideration of expenditure by the purchaser 
which, in the opinion of the council, increases the value of the 
holding, the postponement to be on such terms as will prevent 
the council from incurring any loss. The result is that any per- 
son who can prove his fitness for agricultural work will be able 
to acquire land to the extent of fifty acres suitably provided 
with buildings by payment in cash of one-fifth of the price of 
the land and buildings, the remainder being payable by easy 
instalments. 

It is possible that after a council has acquired land, either the 
whole or some part of it will be unsuitable for small holdings, 
or that purchasers or tenants cannot be found. In such a case 
section 15 can be put in operation, and the land either sold or 
let otherwise than under the provisions of the Act. On any such 
letting no restriction is imposed, but in case of a sale sections 
128 to 132 of the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, relating to the right 
of pre-emption of superfluous lands, will apply. 

4. The conditions upon which the small holdings are to be held.— 
These conditions are contained in sections 9 and 11, and are 
meant generally to secure that the holdings shall be cultivated 
by the owner or tenant, that they shall not be liable to be sub- 
divided, either by assignment ‘néer vives or by devolution upon 
death, and that dwellings thereon shall be properly erected and 





used. Thus section 9 (1) requires that for twenty years at least, 
and afterwards so long as any part of the purchase-money re- 
mains unpaid, each small holding shall be held subject to the 
conditions (a) that periodical payments owing in respect of 
purchase-money shall be duly made; (4) that the holding shall 
not be divided, sub-divided, assigned, let, or sub-let without the 
consent of the county council ; and (c) that the holding shall be 
cultivated by the owner or occupier, and shall not be used for 
any purpose other than agriculture. By section 20 this term is 
defined to include horticulture and the use of land for any pur- 
pose of husbandry, inclusive of the keeping or breeding of live 
stock, poultry, or bees, and the growth of fruit, vegetables, and 
the like. There are also other conditions providing that only 
one dwelling-house shall be erected on the holding; that any 
such dwelling-house shall be subject to such regulations as 
the council may impose for securing healthiness and pre- 
venting overcrowding ; and that it shall not be used for the 
sale of intoxicating liquors. In the event of a breach of 
any of these conditions the council must first give the owner an 
opportunity of remedying the breach, if it is capable of remedy, 
and in default they may cause the holding to be sold. So again 
if, on the decease of the owner, the holding would, under his 
will or upon his intestacy, become sub-divided, the council may 
require it to be sold within twelve months to some one person, 
and in default may themselves cause it to be sold. Holdings 
which are let are to be subject to similar conditions so far as 
applicable, and upon breach tha council may, after giving an 
opportunity of remedying the breach, determine the tenancy. 
Moreover, even after the restrictive conditions have ceased to be 
directly operative, the owner of the holding is by no means at 
liberty to deal with it as he pleases. If he desires to use the 
holding for purposes other than agriculture, section 11 requires 
him before doing so to offer the holding for sale, first to the 
county council from whom it was purchased, next to the person 
then entitled to the land from which it was originally severed, 
and then to the person or persons whose lands immediately 
adjoin. If no sale is thus effected he will thenceforth hold the 
land as an ordinary owner. 

Part IT. of the Act is intended to give an existing tenant of 
land not exceeding fifty acres in extent an opportunity of 
purchasing it without the necessity for a previous acquisition of 
the land by the county council. To the mistaken use of the 
term ‘‘small holding” in this connection we have already 
called attention (ante, p. 659), but the meaning of the enactment 
seems sufficiently clear. In any case where a tenant of land 
which, if acquired by the county council, would be a small 
holding has agreed to purchase it from his landlord, the holding 
may be placed virtually in the same position as a holding 
purchased under the first part of the Act. Thus the county 
council may advance four-fifths of the purchase-money, and the 
above provisions as to the charge for securing this, and as to 
the conditions upon which the land is to be held, will apply. 
Before any such advance is made, however, the council are to 
be satisfied that the title to the holding—though this is not to be 
guaranteed by them—is good, that the sale is made in good 
faith, and that the price is reasonable. 

Part III. contains sections regulating the application of the 
Act to Scotland, and regulating finances. It has been already 
pointed out that operations under the Act are to be as far as 
possible self-supporting, but in the first instance it will be 
necessary to raise funds by borrowing, and power for this pur- 
pose is given by section 19. Under section 18, however, a 
county council is not to take any proceedings under the Act 
whereby the charge on the county rate, including annual pay- 
ments in respect of loans, is likely in any one year to exceed 
the amount produced by a rate of a penny in the pound. The 
Act is to come into operation on the Ist day of October next. 








At a meeting of the Committee of the whole Court of Common Council 
at Guildhall on Wednesday, at which the Lord Mayor — the 
question of the contemplated retirement of Sir William Charley, Q.C., 
from the office of Common Serjeant, which he has held since 1878, was 
raised. The proceedings were conducted with closed doors, but it is 
understood that the committee came to the conclusion that in the event of 
Sir W. Charley’s resignation they would be prepared to recommend the 
payment to him of his full salary—£2,250—for the first year, and the sub- 
sequent pension of £1,500 per annum. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE LAND REGISTRY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir,—As illustrating the oppressive way in which the Land Registry, 
even while voluntary, is worked, I enclose you copy of a letter which, 
on the 8th inst., I addressed to and delivered at the registry. No 
reply was received until the 12th inst., and then what amounted only 
to an official acknowledgment. As nothing since has reached me 
from the registry, the questions contained in my letter of the 8th 
inst. still remain unanswered. 

In the meantime my client had to pay £5 ds. as the fee for giving 
notice of a deposit of the land certificate and title deeds as security 
for a temporary advance, the stamp in respect of which was 
£1 17s. 6d! 

The motive is evident. The registry desire to compel all transac- 
tions to be carried out by means of a registered document, and to do 
away with the convenient and much-appreciated practice of equitable 
charges. 

As you know, I am, and have long been, in favour of registration of 
title as a voluntary and alternative system of conveyancing. But if 
the system is to be worked solely in the interest of the office, and not 
of the public, it is hopeless to make it popular. BrEns. G. LAKE. 

10, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, July 28. 


[The following is ‘a copy of the letter referred to :—] 

10, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, London, W.C., 
8th July, 1892. 

Dear Sir,—We are concerned for a client who is borrowing money 
(£1,500) for a short period from her bankers, for whom we also act. 
As security she will deposit her title deeds to freehold estate, and will 
sign the usual printed memorandum on which will be affixed an 
ad valorem stamp at the prescribed rate—viz., 2s. 6d. per cent. 
(or 37s. 6d.) if the memorandum be under seal, or 1s. per cent. 
{equal to 15s.) if under hand. Our client, however, has regis- 
tered her Jand with a possessory title, and we propose, therefore, to 
lodge a caution, under section 53 of the Land Transfer Act, 1875. 
The fee for this, under the rules issued in December, 1875, by the 
then Lord Chancellor, would be £1 (which is quite sufficient, having 
regard to the fee charged on the lodging of a distringas on stock or 
the like securities). This fee purports to be still retained for regis- 
tering a caution or restriction; but, by a rule issued by the present 
Lord Chancellor, the registered proprietor who has deposited his 
deeds for a temporary advance without being required to execute or 
register a formal charge appears to be called on to pay the same fee 
“as would have been payable if such charge had been made and 
registered.” In this case the fee would be £5, or about two and 
a half times the ad valorem duty on a formal charge, and nearly seven 
times the ad valorem duty on an equitable charge. Will you be 
good enough to inform us whether we have rightly construed the 
recent rules, and whether— 

(1) As regards the registered proprietor, he is unable to deposit his 
land certificate for a temporary advance, and to protect the lender by 
8 caution without paying the same fee as if he were borrowing the 
same amount on a permanent and registered charge; and 

(2) As regards the banker or other lender, he must either rely 
solely on the deposit of the deed, land certificate, and memorandum 
without insisting on the protection of a caution, or must require his 
customer to pay, not only the ad vulorem stamp for the Inland 
Revenue, but also the same fee as if he had required a registered 


_ As the point is of very great importance to bankers and others for 
whom we act, we will ask you to allow us to make your reply, as well 
as this letter, public.—We are, dear Sir, yours faithfully, 

C. F. Brickdale, Esq., Land Registry. LAKE & Co. 


THE YORKSHIRE LAW STUDENTS’ UNION. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I am desired by the council of the above union to correct 
certain statements which, as appears by your columns, were 
recently made by the president of the Incorporated Law Society of 
the United sre) pera respecting the Union. The occasion in question 
was the annual general ineeting of tne Incorporated Law Society. 
The president’s remarks in reply to Mr. Ford's criticisms (which, 
however, were not by any means made at the instance of this union) 
are thus [ante, p. 651]:—*‘ With regard to the Yorkshire 
County Articled Clerks’ Society, he believed they had taken a twelve- 
month to make up their minds as to what they wanted. He received a 
peremptory demand about three weeks ago, containing a strony requi- 
sition that their wants should be provided for to the tune of £400 
within three weeks.” 

May I, as requested by the council, state :— 

(1) That the requisitions of this union were embodied ina formal 








memorial to the chief law society, which memorial was not only a re. 
quest from the students, but was accompanied by another memorial 
from the county law society heartily supporting it in every particular, 

(2) That since this union was only formed on the 25th of April 
last (which fact was prominently stated in the memorial), the evident 
intention of the president of shewing that law students are lax, care- 
less, and fickle proceeds from a somewhat erroneous statement. This 
union has, indeed, in only six weeks done everything in its power—to 
meet forsooth with repulse at the hands of the Incorporated Law 
Society. 

(3) No time whatever was mentioned in the memorial in which 
the grant should be given, despatch only being urged. 

(4) Lastly, neither was any amount quoted. Proceeding as they 
do from the president of the Incorporated Law Society, the good 
faith of such statements is undoubted, yet this union feel compelled 
to offer this contradiction (with all due respect to the president of the 
Incorporated Law Society), as otherwise the same would undoubtedly 
reflect upon this union in a manner which would not redound to its 
credit. ROBERT W. ASKE, Hon. Sec. 

17, Parliament-street, Hull. 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 
TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 
ORDER OF CouURT. 
Monday, the 25th day of July, 1892. 

Whereas, it has been represented to me that it is expedient that 
the several actions set forth in the Schedules hereto and now pending 
before Mr. Justice Chitty, Mr. Justice North, Mr. Justice Stirling, 
and Mr. Justice Kekewich should be transferred to Mr. Justice 
Vaughan Williams, before whom the winding up of the defendant 
companies is proceeding ; Now, I, the Right Honourable Hardinge 
Stanley, Baron Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do 
hereby order that the said actions be transferred and assigned to Mr. 
Justice Vaughan Williams as an additional Judge of the Chancery 
Division. And this Order is to be drawn up by the Registrar and set 
up in the several Offices of the Chancery Division of the High Court 


of Justice. 
FIRST SCHEDULE. 

From Mr. Justice CHITTY. 
Barclay v Cefu Acrefair Ahosmedre Water Co, 1d 1892 B_ 2,548 
Bauer v Tottenham Lager Beer Brewery and Ice Factory, ld 1892 

B 2,804 

Crowley v W. Ashby & Son, ld 1892 C 2,232 
Milward v Avill & Smart, ld 1892 M 1,511 
Rolls v J. H. Evans & Co,ld 1892 R 977 
Strapp v Josh. Bull & Sons, ld 1892 S 1,720 
C. Laxon v W. Laxon & Co,ld 1892 L 324 
Rolls v Evans 1892 R 977 


SECOND SCHEDULE. 

From Mr. Justice Nortu. 
Lindow v The Cleator Glebe Mining Co, ld 1892 L 1,475 
Lambert v Duncan, King & Co, ld 1892 L 1,302 
Miers, Morton, Rose, & Co v Rio de Jenario & Northern Ry Co 1892 


M 1,654 
THIRD SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice STIRLING. 
Benningfield v The Piggs Peake Estate & Gold Mining Co, ld 1892 
B 2,784 
The Prudential Investment Co, 1d v Alfriston Dairy Co, ld 1892 B 
1,398 
Trotter v Mining & General Electric Lamp Co, ld 1892 T 849 
Lafone v W Powell & Sons,ld 1892 L 1,213 
Teulon v The Balmoral Steamship Co, ld 1892 T 1,358 


FOURTH SCHEDULE. 

From Mr. Justice KEKEWICH. 
Cook v Wye Valley Ry Co 1892 C 2,269 
Irving v Lee, Thawer & Irving, ld 1892 I 976 
Kooy v Krasnapolsky Restaurant, &c, Co,ld 1892 K 479 
London & Provincial Bank, ld v Portsea Island Building Society (in 

liquidation) 1892 L_ 1,637 a 
Macalister v Gascilsives Concession Syndicate, ld 1892 M 1,437 
Hauspury, C. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CoMPANIES (WINDING-UP), 
Long Vacation, 1892,—Notice. 
During the Vacation until further notice :—All petitions and other 
ee which may require to be immediately or promptly heard, 


are fo be made to the judges who for the time being shall act as 
vacation judges. 
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Mr. Justice Bruce, one of the vacation judges, will, until further 
notice, sit in Chancery Court I., Royal Courts of Justice, at 11 a.m. 
on Wednesday in every week, commencing on Wednesday, 17th of 
August, for the purpose of hearing such applications of the above 
nature as, according to the practice of the court, are usually heard in 
court. 

No petition will be placed in the judge’s paper unless leave has 
been previously obtained, and no other application will be placed in 
the judge’s paper without such leave, or a certificate of counsel that 
the case requires to be immediately or promptly heard, and stating 
concisely the reasons, is left with the papers. 

The necessary papers, relating to every application made to the 
vacation judges (see notice as to judge’s papers below) are to be left 
at the office of the registrar in attendance, Companies (Winding-up), 
Room 66, Bankruptcy-buildings, Carey-street, before 1 o’clock on the 
Monday previous to the day on which the application is intended to 
be made. 

In any case of great urgency, the brief of counsel is to be sent to the 
judge by post or rail, prepaid, accompanied by office copies of the 
affidavits in support of the application, and also by a minute, on a 
separate sheet of paper, signed by counsel, of the order he may con- 
sider the applicant entitled to, and also an envelope, sufficiently 
stamped, capable of receiving the papers, addressed as follows :— 
‘* Official Letter: To the Registrar in' Attendance, Companies (Wind- 
ing-up), Room 66, Bankruptey-buildings, Carey-street, London, 
we.” 

The papers sent to the judge will be returned to the registrar in 
attendance, Companies (Wiuding-up). 

The office of the registrar, Companies (Winding-up), will be open 
on Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday in every 
week from 10 to 2 o’clock. Mr. Justice Bruce will, until further 
notice, hear urgent summonses which may be adjourned to him (Room 
642), in the Royal Courts of Justice (Carey-street entrance), on Wed- 
nesday, the 17th of August, at 10.30 a.m., and subsequently on 
Wednesday in every week, at 10 a.m. A further time will be ap- 
pointed for any cases that cannot then be conveniently disposed of. 

Applicatious to the registrar which require to be immediately or 
promptly heard are to be made to the registrar in attendance, Com- 
panies (Winding-up). 

JUDGES’ PAPERS. 


The following papers for the Vacation Judge are required to be 
left at the registrar’s office, Companies (Winding-up), Bankruptcy- 
buildings, Carey-street, W.C., on or before the Monday previous to 
the day on which the application to the judge is intended to be 
made :— 

1.—Counsel’s certificate of urgency, or note of special leave granted 
by the judge. 

2.—Two copies of any documents shewing the nature of the 
application. 

3.—Two copies of notice of motion. 

4,—Office copy affidavits in support, and also affidavits in answer 
(if any). 

N.B.—Solicitors are requested, when the application has been dis- 
posed of, to apply at once to the judge’s clerk in court for the return 
of their papers. 








An entire adventurer’s share in the New River Co. was sold by auction 
by Messrs. Edwin Fox & Bousfield at the Mart on Wednesday for 
£106,000. 


Mr. E. Boutflower, of Manchester, writing to the Times, says :—May I 
call attention to the unsatisfactory mode in which the estate duty payable 
under 52 Vict. c. 7, section 5, is dealt with ? When probate is applied 
for in respect of an estate which is also liable to estate duty, the amount 
payable fur the estate duty has to be paid along with the probate duty 
before application for probate will be entertained. When the grant is 
issued it merely shews upon the face of it the amount paid for probate 
duty, and in a week or ten days afterwards an acknowledgment for the 
estate duty is sent in the form of a circular letter from Somerset House. 
At the foot of this circular is a note that, if desired, a certificate of the 
payment of estate duty will be placed upon the grant so soon as the con- 
tents of the affidavit and the statement upon which the probate is based 
have been found satisfactory. Thus considerable time may elapse between 
the grant of the probate and the certificate being placed upon it, and in 
the meantime the circular letter may be easily lost or misplaced. ‘This 
procedure also necessitates the production of the probate at Somerset 
House for the purpose. The solicitor has frequently to ask his clients for 
very large sums for these duties, and I venture to submit that he should 
be placed in a position to satisfy his clients immediately upon the grant 
of probate that these duties have been properly obtained and applied. 
There can be no reason whatever why the probate officials should not be 
empowered and obliged to put upon the grant something to the following 
effect :—‘* Amount paid for estate duty, £—.’’ This would be a conveni- 
ence both to the public and to the profession. I believe it only needs to 
shew the necessity of a change in the practice to have the alteration at 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


House of Lords. 


BARNARDO v. FORD—25th July. 


Haneas Corpus—Appgal AGAINST Issuz or Wrrr—Excvusz ror Non-com- 
PLIANCE WITH Writ. 


This was an appeal from an order of the Court of Appeal (Lord Esher, 
M.R., and Fry, L J.), reported as Reg. v. Barnardo, Gossage’s case (38 W. R. 
315, 24 Q. B. D. 283), affirming an order of the Queen’s Bench Division, 
whereby it was ordered that a writ of habeas corpus should issue directed to 
the appellant commanding him to have the body of Harry Gossage before 
the court. The respondent, who is the mother by a former marriage of 
the boy Harry Gossage, in the autumn of 1888 intrusted him to the care 
of an organ grinder, by whom he was left destitute in the streets of 
Folkestone. By the intervention of a local clergyman he was received 
into a home belonging to the appellant. The mother was informed of the 
arrangement and expressed her satisfaction with it, but she declined to 
sign the usual agreement authorizing the removal of the boy to one of the 
colonies. Subsequently, in the same year, a Roman Catholic gentleman 
intervened, and with the mother’s consent it was arranged that the boy 
should be placed in the St. Vincent’s Home, Harrow-road, a Catholic 
institution. On the 16th of November application was made at Dr. Bar- 
nardo’s Home for the transfer of the boy. Previously to that date Dr. 
Barnardo had accepted an offer made by Mr. Norton, a Canadian gentle- 
man, to adopt the boy, and the boy was delivered to him on the 16th of 
November. For the purpose of avoiding interference on the part of the 
boy’s relatives Mr. Norton had stipulated that he should leave no address. 
Correspondence followed between the appellant or his representatives and 
the persons interested in securing the transfer of the boy to the St. Vincent's 
Home, and at length an application was made fora writof habeas corpusagainst 
Dr. Barnardo. In an affidavit filed by Dr. Barnardo he stated that he had 
delivered the boy to Mr. Norton before any application was made to him by 
the mother, and that he did not know where Mr. Norton or the boy was and 
had no means of communicating with either of them. The application 
came on for hearing before Mathew, J., on the 14th of March, 1889, 
when the learned judge, having read the affidavits filed, and heard 
the cross-examination of the appellant, refused to order the writ to issue. 
No further steps were taken till the 23rd of November, 1889, when a rule 
nisi was granted for a writ of Aabeas corpus by the Divisional Court of the 
Queen’s Bench. Ir the meantime the case of The Queen v. Barnardo, Tye’s 
case (37 W. R. 789, 23 Q B. D. 305), had been decided in the Court of 
Appeal. This was a decision affirming an order of the Queen’s Bench 
Division quashing a return to a jadeas corpus and granting an attachment 
against the defendant for contempt. It was in consequence of the judg- 
ments given in the Court of Appeal, which laid down that it was not an 
excuse for non-compliance with a writ that the defendant had parted with 
the custody of the child to another person, if he had done so wrongfully, 
that the application was again made for a writ of habeas corpus in 
present case. After hearing argument, the Queen’s Bench Division made 
absolute the order for the issue of the writ, and this order was affiemed by 
the Court of Appeal. Dr. Barnardo appealed. A preliminary objection 
was taken by the respondent that against the issue of a writ of Aaleas 
corpus no appeal would lie. 

Tue Hovse (Lord Hatssvry, C., and Lords Watson, Herscnett, Mac- 
NAGHTEN, Morris, and Hannen) overruled the preliminary objection, but 
dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Hatssvry, C., after saying that although he had grave doubts on 
the preliminary point, he did not feel justified in differing from the rest of 
the House, and after stating that the respondent was entitled to have a 
return made to the writ, continued :—But it is of importance, I think, to 
say, since it may tend to shorten the inquiry which the respondents suggest 
that they propose to make, that I cannot acquiesce in the view that some 
of the learned judges below seem to have entertained—that if a court is 
satisfied that illegal detention has ceased before application for the writ 








has been made, nevertheless the writ might issue Im order to vindicate 
the authority of the court against a person who has once, though not at 
the time of the issue of the writ, unlawfully detained another or wrongfully 
parted with the custody. This is a view that I cannot agree to. I think, 
under such circumstances, the writ ought not to issue atall, as it is not the 
appropriate procedure for punishing such conduct. Of course, where a 
counterfeited release has taken place, and a pretended ignorance of the 
place of custody or of the identity of the custodian is insisted on, a court 
may, and ought to, examine into the facts by the writ of Aabeas corpus, 
because the detention is, in fact, being continued by someone who is 
really the agent of the original wrongdoer, to continue and persist in the 
unlawful detention. But, assume the fact that the detention has ceased, 
then the writ of Aadeas conpws is, in my judgment, inapplicable. For the 
reasons I have given I say nothing about the facts in this case, but, 
treating the facts as still open to inquiry, I think this appeal should be 
dismissed upon the ground that the respondents have a right to the return, 
and I so move your lordships. 

Lord Hxrscueii.—At the hearing of this appeal the preliminary objec- 
tion was taken that no appeal lay from an order that a writ of Aeteas 
corpus should issue. It was pointed out that a rule or order calling on a 
person to shew cause why a writ of Aabeas conpus should not issue is of 
modern origin, that ——- for the writ was formerly made «r parte, 
and that the service of the writ was the first step which affected the party 
alleged to be detaining another in illegal custody ; and it was contend 
that the order made by a court or judge that a writ of Aabeas corpws should 





once brought about, but it is useless complaining to officials. 


issue was not a “ judgment or order’’ within the meaning of the appeal 





682 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





pe July 30, 1892. 








section of the Judicature Act. It was urged that it was merely a direction 
by the court or a judge that a process of the court should issue, and that 
from such an order or direction no appeal could lie. At the close of the 
argument I was disposed, in common, I believe, with those of your lord- 
ships who heard the appeal, to accede to this view, but subsequent con- 
sideration has ied me to the conclusion that it cannot be sustained. The 
_appeal section is very general in its term, and it has received a wide inter- 
pretation in this House in the case of The Overseers of Walsail v. The London 
and North-Western Railway Co. I see no safe ground for holding that it is 
inapplicable to the issue of a writ of habeas corpus except that suggested— 
namely, that such an order merely directs the issue of a process of the 
court. But it seems to me that if or this ground it were held that no 
appeal lay, the decision must logically have a much wider scope. An 
4 for the issue of a writ of mandamus might equally be said to be a 
direction for the issue of the process of the court. Belore the Judicature 
Act no appeal lay from such an order, but it has been held that under the 
appeal section of the Judicature Act such an order may now be made the 
subject of an appeal. Iam unable to see on what basis the decision that the 
order now under consideration was not within the appeal section could be 
rested which would not logically apply to a writ of mandamus, and, indeed, 
to a writ of prohibition, and to other cases which might be mentioned. 
I think that the House would hesitate before arriving at the conclusion 
that no appeal lay in the class of cases to which I have referred, the view 
that they were within the appeal section having long been acted upon, 
and being obviously convenient, as tending often to expedite litigation and 
to diminish its cost. On the other hand, I do not think that there is any 
difficulty in holding that an order for the issue of a writ of habeas corpus, 
even when made ¢x parte, is an ‘‘ order’’ within the purview of the appeal 
section of the Judicature Act. Upon the whole, I have come to the con- 
clusion that this appeal must be held to be competent. I now proceed to 
deal with the merits of the appeal. And after stating the facts and pro- 
ceedings taken, his lordship contined:—If in order to support this 
judgment it were necessary to give my adhesion to the law laid down in 
the case of The Quecn v. Barnardo (supra) I should hesitate much before 
doing so. Having regard to the nature of a writ of habeas corpus and the 
purpose for which it was designed and has hitherto been employed, I 
cannot feel satisfied, as at present advised, that it is not a good return to 
the writ that the person to whom it relates was not at the time it was 
issued in the custody, power, or control of the person upon whom it is 
served. The doctrine that he must also shew that before the writ was issued 
or before he had notice of the application for its issue he had not wrongfully 
parted with the custody of the person named in the writ is novel, and appears 
to me to involve great difficulty. A gaoler who has allowed a prisoner to 
escape has wrongfully parted with the custody of that person ; could he 
be commanded by a writ of habeas corpus issued after the escape to produce 
him and be committed for contempt of court if he failed todo so: Other 
illustrations might be given to shew the difficulty of assenting to the 
broad proposition laid down in the Court of Appeal. The question is not 
whether one who has parted with the custody of a person committed to his 
care can be made amenable to the law if he wrongfully parts with that 
custody, but whether the writ of habeas corpus is the appropriate remedy. 
The terms of the writ require the recipient to have the body of the person 
named in it ‘‘ taken and detained under your custody, as is said, together 
with the day and cause of his being detained, to undergo and receive all 
and singular such matters and things as the said court shall then and 
there consider of concerning him in this behalf.’’ This indicates that the 
very basis of the writ is the allegation, and the primd facie evidence in 
support of it, that the person to whom the writ is directed is unlawfully 
detaining another in custody. To use it as a means of compelling 
one who has unlawfully parted with the custody of another person 
to regain that custody, or of punishing him for having parted with 
it, strikes me at present as being a use of the writ unknown to the 
law and not warranted by it. But the question remains whether, even 
assuming that the decision in Leg. v. Barnardo was not well founded the 
appellant is entitled to have the order that the writ should issue discharged. 
I have already given my reasons for thinking that this House cannot 
reject, as incompetent, an appeal against an order for the issue of a writ 
of habeas corpus, but I feel most strongly that such appeals are not to be 
encouraged. Where any tribunal believes that a person is or may be 
under detention in unlawful custody, and issues a writ of haleas corpus 
accordingly, no court of appeal ought lightly to interfere with the issue of 
the wnt. The order for its issue ought only to be set aside if there be, 
beyond. question, no ground for it. If, for example, in the present case it 
had been an admitted fact that before notice of the application for the 
writ the appellant had ceased to have the custody of, or any control over, 
the boy alleged to be detained, that might have been ground for reversing 
the order of the Queen’s Bench Division. But where the court entertains 
a doubt whether this be the fact, it is unquestionably entitled to use the 
of the writ to test the truth of the allegation, and to require a 

return to be made to it. Now it is impossible to read the judgment of the 
Lord Chief Justice without sceing that he did entertain such a doubt, and 
that he was not prepared, upon the affidavits, to accept as conclusive the 
statements of the appellant. At your lordships’ bar the counsel for the 
Z t contended that they had a right to cross-examine the appel- 
lant, and that the proper occasion on which to try the question was when 
he hed returned to the writ that he was not detaining the child, and that 
it was not, at the time the writ was issued, in his custody, power, or 
control. 1 think this view is the correct one: the truth of the return 
may, no doubt, be put in iseuc, and I fee] myself unable to advise your 
lordships that the Queen's Bench Division were not, in point of law, 
justified in ising the writ. Vor these reawns | think the judgment 


from must be affirmed. 
Warsox concurred with the Lord Chancellor 











Lord Macnacuten agreed with the opinion expressed by Fry, L.J., in 
the court below. 

Lords Morris and Hannen concurred, the former for the reasons given 
by the Court of Appeal, the latter concurring in Lord Herschell’s judg- 
ment.—CovunsgL, Rigby, Q.C., Cock, Q.C., and W. Baker ; Sir W. Philli- 
more, Joseph Walton, and Forbes Lankester. Sorrcrrors, H. C. Nisbet & Daw ; 
Leathley § Phipson. 


[Reported by C. H, Grarroy, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Court of Appeal. 


THE ASSICURAZIONE GENERALI AND MESSRS. SCHENKER & CO. ». 
THE §.8. BESSIE MORRIS CO. (LIM.) AND BROWNE—No. 1, 22nd 
July. 


Surp—CuHARTER-PARTY—DAMAGE TO Sup py Perris or THE Seas—Dvery 
or SHIPOWNER TO REPAIR INJURIES AND COMPLETE VOYAGE. 


Action by the charterers against the owners and the master of the 
steamship Bessie Morris upon two instruments signed by the master, by 
which he respectively promised to pay to the order of the charterers the 
sum of £124 received by him for necessaries, and the sum of £272 for 
difference of freight and for advance disbursements, forty-eight hours 
after arrival of his vessel at London. By the charter-party entered into 
between the plaintiffs and the defendants it was agreed that The Bessie 
Morris should proceed to Fiume and there load a cargo, and proceed with 
the cargo to London, or so near thereto as she could safely get, and there 
deliver it, unless prevented by some of the excepted perils. In accordance 
with the charter-party, the vessel proceeded on her voyage from Fiume to 
London. When near Gibraltar, however, on March 2, she went ashore. 
A contract was made with salvors to get the ship off at an expense of 40 
per cent. of her value when delivered in Gibraltar. The salvors got the 
ship off, and received £2,900 as their remuneration. The ship was then 
temporarily repaired at Gibraltar at an expense of £750. Of the cargo 
part had been jettisoned, part washed out, part was damaged and sold at 
Gibraltar under the advice of surveyors, and the remainder was sent on to 
London on two other steamers at a cost of £66. When the temporary 
repairs were completed, on April 25, The Bessie Morris proceeded witha 
cargo of esparto grass to Garston, earning a freight of £572. At the trial 
before Collins, J., without a jury, the learned judge found that the 
defendants might have repaired the ship so as to carry forward a 
substantial part of the cargo to its destination in London without 
unreasonable sacrifice and without unreasonable delay ; and he held that 
they, consequently, were nat absolved from their obligation under the 
charter-party to proceed with the cargo to London ; that, having, without 
necessity and without the consent of the plaintiffs, broken up the voyage 
at an intermediate point, they could not pray in aid their own act in not 
proceeding to London as an answer to the action; and that the plaintitfs 
were therefore entitled to the benefit of the defendants’ promise just as 
though the ship had reached London in fact. On the defendants appeal- 
ing from this decision, the judgment was affirmed. 

Lord Esuer, M.R., said that the contract of the shipowners with the 
charterers was an ab3olute one to carry the cargo to London unless 
prevented by perils of the seas; and the only real question was whether 
the shipowners were prevented from bringing the ship to London by perils 
of the seas. If the ship had not been got off at Gibraltar, or if, having 
been got off, she had not been worth repairing, or could not have been 
repaired within a reasonable time, the owners would have been prevented 
from bringing her to London by the excepted perils. But the duty of the 
shipowner was to repair, if he possibly could, that is, if he possibly could 
in a business sense ; if the ship would cost more to repair than it would be 
worth when repaired, repair was impossible in a business sense. Here the 
facts shewed that the ship could be repaired at a reasonable cost. The 
shipowner, therefore, broke his contract in not taking the cargo to 
Loudon, he not being prevented from doing so by perils of the seas. 
Consequently, the charterer was entitled to recover from the shipowner 
the money that he had advanced to the master of the ship. The master’s 
authority to borrow money for disbursements the shipowner was bound to 
meet was clear. 

Bowen and Kay, L.JJ., gave judgnent to the same effect. 
dismissed.—Counseit, Sir Walter Phillimore and Joseph Walton; French, 
Q.C., and Hurst. Soxscrrons, Stokes, Saunders, § Stokes; Field, Roscoe, § 
Co., for Bateson, Warr, § Bateson, Liverpool. 

Reported by J. P. Mextor, Barrister-at-Law. } 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


GRAHAM +. CORPORATION OF NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE— 
Kekewich, J., 22nd July. 
Bueacu—Sprace to we Kerr ‘Oven anp Unuurir Upon’ — 
Unpexncrounp UninaL—NvIsance. 


COVENANT 


The plaintiffs in this action were the owners of certain houses in a 
square, ‘The original conveyances, under which they claimed, contained 
covenants by the grantors, the defendants in the action, that the open 
space in the centre of the square ‘‘ should for ever thereafter be kept open 
and unbuilt upon.” The defendants made excavations in the open space, 
and commenced to erect a public urinal, which it was intended to cover 
with a roof slightly projecting above the surface of the open space. ‘This 
was a motion for an interim injunction to restrain the defendants from 
proceeding with the erection of the urinal. It was argued that the 
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construction of the urinal would constitute a breach of covenant, and 
that, having regard to its position, the urinal would necessarily be a 
uisance. 
‘ Kexewicu, J., said that the words ‘‘ open and unbuilt upon ’’ meant no 
more than ‘‘ open.’”’? The words ‘‘ and unbuilt upon ’’ were only meant to 
emphasize the word ‘‘open.’’ The ground might be built upon to some 
extent, and yet be open. The building which the defendants proposed to 
erect would in no way interfere with the space being kept open. It was 
impossible to say that a public urinal was of itself necessarily a nuisance : 
Vernon v. Vestry of St. James’s, Westminster (16 Ch. D. 449). If the urinal 
turned out to be a nuisance, the plaintiffs would be entitled to a 
mandatory injunction to restrain the continuance of it: Sellors v. Local 
Board of Health for Matlock Baths (14 Q. B. D. 928). On both points the 
plaintiffs failed, and the motion must be dismissed.—Covnsex, Warmington, 
Q.C., and H. Greenwood; Renshaw, Q.C., and T. R. Warrington. 
Soricrrors, 7. W. Rossiter, for Hoyle, Shipley, § Hoyle, Newcasile-upon- 
Tyne; Collyer-Bristow, Russell, § Hill, for Hill Motum, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. 
- [Reported by Jonn Wiyxrie.p, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Winding-up Cases. 


Re NEW MASHONALAND EXPLORATION CO. (LIM.) — Vaughan 
Williams, J., 25th July. 


Directors—MIsFEASANCE OR Breacu or Trust— Loss or Moneys ADVANCED 
—[aantiry or Direcrors—UtrrA Vires—NeGLicENcE—Form or Sum- 
MONS—EVIDENCE REQUIRED FROM APPLICANT—CoMPANIES (WINDING-UP) 
Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. c. 63), s. 10. 

This was an application by the liquidator under section 10 of the Com- 
panies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, in the voluntary winding up of the 
company, seeking to make liable for alleged misfeasance or breach of trust, 
as directors of the above company, the five respondents to the summons 
--viz., Lord Mayo, Willett, Campbell, Adams, and Buchanan. The 
summons directed these respondents to attend on the hearing of an 
application by the liquidator that it might be declared that all persons, 
being directors of the company, who in any manner authorized, sanctioned, 
or participated in the payment to Mr. Green of £250 of the company’s 
money on or about the 5th of August, 1891, and in payment to Mr. Green 
of £1,000 of the company’s moneys on or about the 26th of August, 1891, 
were jointly and severally liable to repay to the liquidator the amount so 
paid, with interest at five per cent., and for an order that an inquiry might 

2 made what persons were directors when such payments were made, and 
which of them in any way authorized, sanctioned, or participated in the 
making of such payments. The memorandum of association authorized 
the directors to ‘‘ carry on the business of capitalists, financiers, bankers, 
merchants, and money dealers,’’ and gave them very wide ancillary powers. 
The payments complained of were made in pursuance of resolutions of the 
board of directors, and two questions were raised by the summons—viz., 
First, were the respondents acting within their powers as directors or not * 
Secondly, if acting within their powers, were they guilty of such negli- 
gence in their conduct of these transactions as would lead to the court 
making them liable under section 10? The point of ultra vires was not 
pressed, and the arguments were mainly directed to the question of negli- 
gence. At an early stage of the argument his lordship intimated that no 
case was shewn against either Lord Mayo or Willett. On behalf of the 
respondents the cases of Speight v. Gaunt (32 W. R. 435, 9 App. Cas. 1), 
Overend, Gurney, §& Co. v. Gibb (L. R. 5 H. L. 480, at p. 495), Cavendish- 
Bentinck v. Fenn (36 W. R. 641, at p. 644, 12 App. Cas. 652, at p. 662), and 
Re Faure Electrie Accumulator Co. (Limited) (37 W. R. 116, 40 Ch. D. 141) 
were cited. The court referred, during the argument, to the opinion of 
Brett, L.J., in Marzetti’s case (28 W. R. 541), quoted by Kay, J., in his 
go in the last-named case (37 W. R., at p. 118, 40 Ch. D., at 
p. Loz). 

Vavouan Wiis, J., said that the application failed with regard to 

ord Mayo and Willett. His lordship observed that, with regard to the 

form of the summons, the form was not in accordance with that (No. 758) 

in Palmer's Company Precedents, 5th ed., p. 847, or with that given in 

Emden’s Winding-up Practice, 4th ed., p. 708. The summons did not 

sufficiently define the grounds upon which the liquidator’s application was 
based. It did not go on to say on what grounds it was suggested that the 
payment was wrongful, so as to make the directors responsible. If it was 
not correct to state the grounds in a summons like that, the summons 
might have been so framed as to give some sort of information as to how 
the payment was tainted. Tf, again, it was sufficient for the affidavits in 
support to shew this, those aflidavits here did not disclose the nature of 
the misfeasance charged against the respondents. The summons, with 
the affidavits, left it too much in the dark as to what was charged. It had 
been said that you could not charge a director under the section unless 
you could shew misfeasance in the nature of a breach of trust. However 
that might be, it was plain that, if a director was guilty of such negligence 
that it could not be said that, in doing what he had done, he had attempted 
to perform the duties of a director, then such director was guilty of mis- 
feasance. In order to make the directors liable, you must be able to find 
that they did not really exercise their judgment and discretion as agents 
of the company. His lordship then examined the evidence, and came to 
the conclusion that the liquidator had failed to make out that the 
respondent directors, or any of them, had not really exercised their judg- 
ment and discretion; and, the matters being intra vires, dismissed the 
application as against Lord Mayo and Willett, with costs to be paid to 
thom, and as against the other respondents without costs.—Counss., 
vsens-Hardy, Q.0., and Shearman ; h » Terrell; Rowden; Bee; Swinfen 
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Eady ; Bradford. Sotrcrrors, W. H. Smith § Son; Garnett ¢ Harrison ; 
R. C. Ponsonby ; J. H. Gibson ; H. Stanley Jones ; Vallance § Co, 
{Reported by J. F. Watery, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division, 
SIMON ISRAEL & CO. v. SEDGWICK—23rd July. 


Surpprinc Law—Marre Insvrance—Voyace To Port OTHER THAN THAT 
STATED IN THE DECLARATION—DevIATION CLAUSE. 


This was an action brought upon a poiicy of insurance on goods sent 
from Leeds to Madrid. The policy was effected upon the goods “as 
interest may appear or be hereinafter declared . . . at and from the 
Mersey or London to any port in Portugal or Spain this side of Gibraltar, 
and thence by any inland conveyances to any place in the interior of Spain 
or Portugal, including all risks whatever from the time of leaving the 
warehouse in the United Kingdom, and all risks of every kind until safely 
deiivered at the warehouses of the consignee, with liberty to touch and 
stay at any ports or places whatsoever for any purpose necessary or other- 


wise ’’; and there was the following deviation clause :—‘“‘ Deviation be F 


change of voyage pnd trans-shipment not included in the policy to be 


held covered at a premium to be arranged.’’ The goods were despatched 
from Leeds on March 2, the consignors believing that they would be 
shipped (as had been the case with similar goods of theirs on former occa- 
sions) at Liverpool for Seville. On March 3 they caused the goods to be 
declared on the policy, and on the 10th they caused the name of the ship 
to be inserted in the declaration, and instructed the insurance broker that 
the voyage would be to Seville. The ship was lost before it reached the 
west coast of Spain. It then api from the bills of lading that the 
voyage of the ship was not to Seville, but to other ports on the west coast 
and to Carthagena on the east coast, and that the bills of lading for the 
goods in question were for Carthagena. The proper extra premium for 
Carthagena was then offered to the underwriters by the consignors, but 
was refused, on the ground that the voyage to gena was not 
covered by the policy. ; 

Wricut, J., gave judgment for the defendants, the underwriters. 
After stating the facts, he said, in the course of a written judgment: I 
think that in substance this is a marine insurance from the Thames or 
Mersey to a port on the west coast of Ae. ym Terminal risks, including 
risks of land transit in Spain, are included, but the substance of the risks 
undertaken appears to me to be the vo as above described, and the 
other risks are undertaken only as supplementary to that. If this is so, 
then it is clear that there was not in this case mere intention to deviate, 
nor if the voyage had been completed would there have been a mere 
deviation. The ship, so far as these are concerned, sailed on a 
different voyage, and one for which the assured had no right under the 
policy to declare them. Any different construction would bring a voyage 
to Havre or Marseilles within the policy, and would entitle and bind the 
assured to declare under the policy any goods forwarded to Spain rid 
those ports. Then comes the question, What is the effect of the deviation 
clause in such a case? It is contended for the underwriters that the words 
“* change of voyage’’ in that clause apply only to a change after the policy 
has once attached by commencement of a voyage of such a kind that if not 
changed it would have been within the policy, and that an initial declara- 
tion and shipment of the goods on any other voyage is outside the con- 
tract, and that the clause therefore never comes into operation at all. The 
contention for the assured is that when the goods left the warehouse, they 
being then intended by the consignors to proceed by a route covered by 
the policy, the declaration was rightly made and the policy attached and 
the clause applied, and the assured were entitled to change the voyage on 
the terms of paying the extra premium to Carthagena, the amount of 
which is not in dispute. The point is a nice one, but I think that the 
intention of the underwriters must prevail. If the substance of the policy 
is the maritime risk, I think that the character of the preliminary convey- 
ance before the ship is reached must be determined by that of the voyage 
on which the goods were actually shipped, and that the goods must, until 
shipment, be taken to have started for the voyage for which they were 
afterwards in fact shipped; and, if so, the voyage for which these goods 
were started was not a voyage for which they could be declared, and the 
policy and deviation clause never attached. There must, therefore, be 
judgment for the defendants, with costs.—CounsgL, Cohen, Q.C., and 
English Harrison; Walton, Q.C., and Hamilton. Sotacrrors, Botterell $ 
Roche ; Waltons, Johnson, Bubb, § Whatton. 

[Reported by T. R. C. Dru, Barrister-at-Law, ) 








It is stated that there are 143 barristers in or out of practice members 
of the new Parliament. 


At the Central Criminal Court on Wednesday, William Charlies 
Galloway, a solicitor, who pleaded ‘ Guilty ’’ on Tuesday to misappropri- 
ating large sums of money, amounting in the segregate to several 
thousand pounds, belonging to clients, was brought up for sentence. The 
Recorder said he had taken into consideration all that had been urged in 
mitigation of sentence, but the prisoner had basely and cruelly abused the 
trust placed in him by his clients. Persons who were in the position of 
the prisoner must know that if they misconducted themselves as he had 
done the offence would not be lightly passed over. He sentenced prisoner 
to five years’ penal servitude. 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Honovrs EXAMINATION. 
June, 1892. 


At the examination for honours of candidates for admission on the roll 
of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee recom- 
mended the following as being entitled to honorary distinction :— 


First Cass. 
{In Order of Merit. ] 
Angus Alexander Gregorie Tulloch, B.A., who served his clerkship with 
Messrs. Slater, Heelis, & Co., of Manchester. 
Edward Bramley, M.A., who served his clerkship with Mr. Herbert 
Bramley, of Sheffield ; and Messrs. Sharpe & Co., of London. 


Szconp Cuass. 
[In Alphabetical Order. ] 

James Clement Brown, who served his clerkship with Mr. Walter Weld, 
of Liverpool; and Messrs. Chester, Mayhew, Broome, & Griffithes, of 
London. 

Algernon Lionel Collins, who served his clerkship with Mr. James An- 
stey Wild, of the firm of Messrs. Wild & Wild, of London. 

William Garner, who served his clerkship with Mr. William Gamer, of 
Uxbridge ; and Messrs. Patterson & Sons, of London. 

Reginald Tuffley Harding, who served his clerkship with Messrs. John- 
son & Co., of Birmingham; and Messrs. Burton, Yeates, & Hart, of Lon- 
don. 

George Humble, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Watson & Dandy, 
of Newcastle ; and Messrs. Pattison, Wigg, & Co., of London. 

Charles Henry Waterland Mander, B.A., LL.B., who served his clerk- 
ship with Mr. Charles John Mander, of London. 

James Hubert Taylor, who served his clerkship with Messrs. F. & R. 
Taylor, of Bakewell ; and Messrs. Cree & Son, of London. 


Turep Crass. 
[In Alphabetical Order. ] 

Cecil Henry Cobb, B.A., who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
Henry Cobb, of York. 

Francis John Cooper, B.A., who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles 
John Cooper, of Bridgnorth. 

Peennl Conper Ferguson Davie, who served his clerkship with Messrs. 
Budd, Johnsons, & Jecks, of London. 

Charles Gibson, B.A., who served his clerkship with Mr. Ralph Thomas, 
of London ; and Mr. Thomas Gibson, of the firm of Messrs. Maxsted & 
Gibson, of Lancaster. 

Frederick Ernest Hannay, who served his clerkship with Mr. Robert 
Welch Cockburn Newlands, of the firm of Messrs. Newlands & Newlands, 
of South Shields, Jarrow, and Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

Charles Joseph Haworth, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
Symington Williams, of the firm of Messrs. Williams & Edwards, of 
Wakefield ; and Messrs. Badham & Williams, of London. 

George Curtis Leman, B.A., who served his clerkship with Mr. James 
Curtis Leman, of London. 

Norman Nevile Marsh, B.A., LL.B., who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Herbert Ainslie Marsh, of the firm of Messrs. Tallents & Co., of Newark- 
upon-Trent ; and Messrs. Geare, Son, & Pease, of London. 

Percy Robert Mitchell, who served his clerkship with Mr. Wilson Stuc- 
key, of the firm of Messrs. Stuckey, Son, & Pope, of Brighton; and 
Messrs. Nash, Field & Withers, of London. 

James Pott, who served his clerkship with Mr. Richard Cobbett, of the 
firm of Messrs. Cobbett, Wheeler, & Cobbett, of Manchester; and Messrs. 
Ayrton & Biscoe, of London. 

Edward Sampson, who served his clerkship with Mr. Wm. Morgan, of 
the firm of Messrs. Morgan, Jordan, & Co., of Stafford : and Messrs Thos. 
White & Sons, of London. 


George Scott, who served his clerkship with Mr. William Aaron Hed- | 
with, of South Shields; and Messrs. Edward Flux, Leadbitter, & Paterson, | 


of London. 


Frederick Turner, who served his clerkship with Mr. Reginald Wilson | 


Pearless, of East Grinstead ; and Messrs. Nisbit & Hinds, of London. 

Thomas Henry Walford, who served his clerkship with Mr. John Wal- 
foad, of Birmingham. 

Charles Henry Walton, who served his clerkship wtih Mr. Henry Ilkin, 
of London. 

William Griffith Williams, B.A., who served his clerkship with Mr. W. 
Thornton Jones, of the firm of Mesers. Glynne, Jones, & Jones, of Ban- 
gor; and Mesers. Jaques & Co., of London. 

Ernest Keed Williams, who served his clerkship with Mr. John Nesbitt, 
of Abergavenny ; and Messrs. Taylor, Hoare, & Box, of London. 

The Council of the Inco 
class certificates and awarded the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Tulloch—Prize of the honourable society of Clement’s-inn— 
value 10 guineas; the Daniel Reardon prize—value about 25 guineas. 

To Mr. Bramley—Prize of the honourable society of Clifford’s-inn— 
value 10 guineas. E 

To Mr. Mander— The John Mackrell Prize ’—value about £12 10s. 

The council have given class certificates to the candidates in the second 
and third classes. 

One hundred and five candidates gave notice for the examination. 











ted Law Society have accordingly given | 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) werg 
successful at the Preliminary Examination held on the 6th and 7th of J uly, 
1892 :— 


Almond, Arthur James 
Awdry, John West 
Aynsley, John Murray 
Bennett, William 

Bergh, Francis Rattray 
Berkeley, Rowland Henry 
Biss, Ernest Alfred Jones 
Bowling, William 


Lucas, Clarence Cecil 
Macturk, Malcolm Hugh Townend 
Mander, James Curzon 
Marley, Hugh 

Merrick, Lawrence Bruce 
Mossop, Harold Charles 
Mullen, Robert Gordon 
Mumford, Guy Tallent 
Bullock, John Cooper Murray, Kenneth Mayne 
Card, William Gordon Naylor, Harry Hubert 
Carrick, John William Preston Dacre Neve, Alban 

Cater, Alexander Scott Newey, Edwin 

Clark, Colpoys Brodie Ogden, Frederick Willian 
Clulow, Thomas Walter Parrott, Walter Lawrence 
Crouch, Harold William Parsons, Thomas 

Dallimore, Henry Dickens Penney, Reginald Wilson 
Davy, Henry Rawle Poole, Charles 

Day, Henry Langsten Poore, Philip 

Enever, Charles Richard Potter, Arthur 

Fahey, James Stadden Price, George Lewis 
Forster, William Rees, Harry Stanton 
Franckeiss, John Henry Rhodes, George Basil 
Furneaux, Claude Henry Richardson Stanhope Louks Waring 
Gatey, George Riley, Alfred 

Glasbrook, Thomas Johns Ritson, Ralph Henry Charies 
Goodman, Montague Robinson, Roland Walkden 
Gowling, John Rouse, William Sydney 
Green, Harry Ernest Salis-Schwabe, Maurice 
Griffith, Gordon Riseley Serjeant, Frederick Mawdesley 
Hatton, Walter Scarlett Sharpe, Percy Barlow 

Hirst, John Stansbury, Ernest Cecil 
Hoey, Richard Sutcliffe, John William 
Holmes, Harry James Carleton Tillett, Bertram Cecil 

Hood, Walter Titley, John Edward Addison 
Hughes, Thomas Oliver ‘Toft, Thomas 

} Ingram, Robert Turner, Harry Clifford 
Jonas, Jack Tytheridge, Cecil Walter Langford 
Jones, Joseph Thomas Vincent, John Jennings 
Lamb, Gilbert Henry Wenham, Walter John 

Lee, Horace Walter Wilmot, George Arthur 
Leigh, Edmund Charles Wontner, Adrian Russell 
Long, Walter Farley 





LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. W. H. Symes, solicitor, of The Manse House, Crediton, one of the 
partners in the firm of Messrs. Smith, Symes, & Smith, of Crediton, died 
on June 25, at the early age of forty-seven. He was educated at 
Crediton Grammar School, where he carried off a Queen Elizabeth 
Scholarship. Im November, 1868, he passed his final examination, and, 
having taken out his certificate, entered the firm of Messrs. Smith, Symes, 
& Smith, to which he brought great business capacity, strict conscientious- 
ness, and very considerable powers of mind and judgment. The firm held 
several public offices, being clerks to the Crediton Board of Magistrates, 
the Governors of the Crediton Church Trust, the Hayward Charity 
Trustees, and the Queen Elizabeth Grammar School Governors. Mr. 
Symes was also a member of the Body of Town Commissioners, had been 
churchwarden of the Collegiate Church, and for twenty years was senior 
vice-president of the working men’s club at Crediton. His illness and 
death evoked the greatest sympathy in the town, and his funeral was very 
| largely attended by the leading clergy and gentry of the north of Devon. 
Mr. Symes was a keen sportsman and fisherman, and had for a period of 
years been a member of the Tremblett Hunt. 








APPOINTMENTS. 
| Mr. James Beat, solicitor, of the firm of Friend & Beal, 14, Castle- 
| street, Exeter, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Beal 
was admitted in May, 1886. 

Mr. Tuomas James Savacez, solicitor, of 57 and 59, Ludgate-hill, E.C., 
and Chiswick, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Savage 
was admitted in 1886, and is a commissioner for Ofttario. 

Mr. Justice Bruce has been Knighted. 
Mr. Tuomas Mitvarx, Q.C., has been appointed Temporal Chancellor of 
the County Palatine of Durham. 





GENERAL. 

The Daily News refers to an American judge who volunteered the infor- 
mation that ‘this court’ was “ unbappily addicted to the use of ardent 
spirits when it was a young man,’’ but was careful to add that “ it had 

| never made drunkenness an excuse for crime,”’ 


On the 26th inst., at the County of London Sessions, Pallonjee Mum 
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cherjee, 28, a native of India, pleaded ‘‘ Guilty’? to several charges of 
obtaining money by false pretences. Mr. Besley, who prosecuted on be- 
half of the Treasury, said the prisoner was an interpreter, and during the 
last few months he seemed to have been living by frauds, committed 
chiefly upon solicitors. He represented himself to them as being a 
partner, or the son of a partner, in firms of solicitors in Bombay, with 
whom he knew his intended victims had business relations, and said he 
was in temporary want of money, and so obtained loans of £2 or £3. To 
make them believe his statements he produced letters purporting to vouch 
for bis respectability, and written on the official paper of the India Office, 
which he had obtained in the waiting-room ut the office. There were four 
charges of fraud in the indictment, but there were others, which had not 
been investigated. The learned chairman said these were systematic 
frauds, and sentenced the prisoner to twelve months’ imprisonment, with 
hard labour. 


Sir George Dibbs, says the Times, Premier of New South Wales, who 
has come to England primarily with the object of placing the Australian 
colonies on a more advantageous financial footing, informs Reuter’s Agency 
that he has had a long conference with the Kight Hon. G. J. Goschen, 
Chancellor ‘of the Exchequer, regarding the amendment of the Trust 
Investment Act, in order to see what measures could be taken to empower 
trustees to invest in Colonial Government Securities, a question interesting 
all the British colonies. Sir George Dibbs states that the result of his 
interview has been that the Chancellor of the Exchequer has agreed to 
submit to him informally, through the Secretary of the Treasury, certain 
draft clauses of a Bill which Mr. Goschen considers-would be necessary to 
protect British investors should the contemplated change be brought 
about. It was, however, clearly understood that neither the Treasury nor 
the Colonial Governments would in any way be bound by the clauses thus 
submitted, which would be drafted with a view to ascertain to what ex- 
tent legislation would be required both on this side and in the colonies, 
and would provoke discussion leading to practical steps to attain the end 
desired. 


The members of the Local Government and Taxation Committee of the 
City Corporation were entertained on the 21st inst. by their chairman, Mr. 
Henry Clarke, at dinner at the Crystal Palace. Mr. Clarke referred at 
some length to the establishment of a Chamber of Arbitration in the City 
when proposing ‘‘ The London Chamber of Commerce.’’ He said the idea 
was conceived a few years ago by a member of the Corporation, and the 
result had been that the Corporation, in conjunction with the London 
Chamber of Commerce, had decided to establish a court which would place 
within the reach of all mercantile men the means of speedily and inex- 
pensively adjusting their differences. Having mentioned that the awards 
of the chamber, which would have as its assessor Mr. Philbrick, Q.C., 
would have the effect of a legal judgment of the High Court, Mr. Clarke 
said it had been decided that business men who referred their disputes to 
the chamber would have the choice of one, two, or three arbitrators and 
an umpire. In conclusion, he said he thought he was in a position to 
promise that the new Chamber of Arbitration would settle disputes 
quickly and amicably. In responding to ‘‘ Success to the Chamber of 
Arbitration ’’ Mr. Philbrick said it would not be a credit to the greatest 
commercial city in the world if such a tribunal did not with zeal and dili- 
gence discharge the duties intrusted to it. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 


Rota or Reoistrars 1n ATTENDANCE ON 





AppeaL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Curry. Norra. 
1 Mr. Beal Mr. Godfrey Mr. Jackson 
oS Pugh Leach Clowes 
3 Beal Godfrey Jackson 
4 Pugh Leach Clowes 
5 Beal Godfrey Jackson 
. 6 Pugh Leach Clowes 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
STIRLING. Kexewicen. Romer. 
Mr. Carrington Mr. Rolt Mr. Ward 
Lavie Farmer Pemberten 
Carrington Rolt v 
Lavie Farmer Pemberton 
Carrington Rolt Ward 
Lavie Farmer Pemberton 








Wannine To wwrenpixe Hovsz Purcuasers & Lessexs.—Before purchasing or renting 
& house have the Soatowy arrangements thoroughly examined by an expert from The 
Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, next the Meteorological Office, Victoria-st., 
Westminster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Cffices, &c.—[ Apvr.] 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, July 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luurep mx CHancery. 
Howtoway Paper Sramixa Works, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
22, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 


John Fraser, Billiter House, Billiter st. Lowless & Co, Martin’s lane, Cannon st, solors 
for liquidator 


Jouy Pixwey Bear & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to send 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 


Went, Ameria Harriet, Peldon, Essex July 22 
Wesron, James Rickerrs, Southampton, Auctioneer Aug 20 Hickman & Son, South- 


Loxvow Boor Co, Limrrep—Peta for winding up, presented July 20, directed to be heard 
on Aug 5. Scoles & Co, High st, Borough, solors for petners. Notice of appearing 
must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 4 

Pereo.teum Surprinc Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 
Mackenzie Fowler, 32, Great St Helen’s 

Raitway Time Tastes Pustisnine Co, Limrrep—Creditors are wired. on or before 
Sept 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
» Le a John Saffery, 14, Old Jewry chmbrs. Whinney, Old Jewry chmbrs, solor for 
iquidator 

Russtan Bacon Co, Limtrep—Petn for winding up, prmentet July 19, directed to be heard 
on Friday, Aug 5. Clement Cheese & Green, Pall Mall, solors for petner. Notice of 
appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o'clock in the af ernoon of Aug 1 

Societe p’ExpLoration Mexicaine, Limtrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 

ard Martin, 75, Lombard st. Tamplin & Co, Fenchurch st, solors for liqui- 


George Edw: 
dator 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 

Dvuryrorp Friznpty Sociery, Durnford, Wilts. July 16 


Seconp Eart or Dersy Prorestant Frienpiy Society, Liverpool. July 16 


London Gazette.—Turspay, July 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwrtep 1x CHANCERY. 

ARBITRAGE AND Finance, Liumitep—Petn for winding up, presented July 25, directed to 
be heard on Aug 5. Ashurst & Co, Throgmorton avenue, solors for petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 4 

“Minna Craic” Sreamsuie Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented July 20, 
directed to be heard on Friday, Aug 5. Cooper & Co, Leadenhall st, solors for petners. 
— of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 
of Aug 4 

Towe i (SwaziLanp) Estate anp Gotp Expioration Co, Lourep—Petn for winding up, 
—s July 25, directed to be heard on Friday, Aug 5. Wilkins & Co, Gresham 

ouse, Old Broad st, petner’s solors. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed 
not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 4 


CRrDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Gram. 
Tondon Gazette.—Turspay, July 12. 
Airkes, Peren, Lichfield, Esq August 12 Nevill & Atkins, Tamworth 
Attisoy, Ecinanetn, Samuel st, Leeds August 31 Ward & Sons, Leeds 
Anco, GeorGe Cotte, Sedgefield, c» Durham, Doctor of Medicine August6 Watson & 
Smith, Durham 
Barrox, Fraxcis, West Brighton, Gent June 20 Potter & Co, King st, Cheapside 
Bustoy, Eowarp Frestox, Abchurch lane, Solicitor Aug 8 Steavenson & Couldwell, 
Gracechurch st 
Brows, W1L.1am, Elmdon Hall, nr Birmingham, Bailiff Augi2 Perry, Birmiogham 
Burt, Wii.iam Henry, Bristol, retired Brewer Aug? Pearson, Bristol 
Canice, Fraxces, Lower Redland rd, Bristol Sept 10 Cross, Bristol 
Deay, | eon Movutrie.p, Altrincham, co Chester, Gent Aug 22 Earle & Co, Man- 
ester 


¢c 
Duxy, Jouy, Ope, Devonport, retired Cab Proprietor Aug 30 Gard, Devonport 
Fixtay, Kirkman Jonn, Abergwynant, Dolgelly, Merioneth Augi13 Tatham & Lousada, 
Old Broad st 
Fiower, Marsuatt, Bristol, Innkeeper Aug?2 Pearson, Bristol 
Gisson, Joun, Louis st, Leeds Augi3 Tordoff, Leeds 
Greey, Hitrow, Northallerton, Yorks, Wine Merchant Augi10 Teale, York 
Greex, Wittiam Henry, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush, retired Licensed Victualler 
Aug ill brown, Corn Exchange avenue, Seething lane 
Hanney, Tuomas, New Inn, Ealing, Licensed Victualler Aug 22 Woodbridge & Sons, 
Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st, and Brentford 
Hemminas, - renee EvizasetH, Wellington avenue, Bristol Aug 16 Gwynn & Masters, 
Bristo 
Huntinetoy, Emma, Wavertree, nr Liverpool Aug 25 Miller & Co, Liverpool 


| Jonns, Louisa PercevaL, New Windsor Augs Long & Co, Windsor 


Jonas, Saran, Maida vale, Kilburn Aug 25 Young & Son, Ely pl 
Kersuaw, Rosert, Rochdale, Draper Aug 20 White, Rochdale 


Ler, James, ~ ae rd, Forest Gate, Builder Aug5 Sedgwick & Sharman, Broadway, 
Stratfor¢ 
Mansercs, WiLu1AM, Farnworth, nr Widnes, Lancs, Dairyman Aug 20 Peters, Widnes 


Morstey, Joux, Romford rd, Stratford, Gent Sept 7 Layton & Co, Budge row, Cannon st 


Mu ttiorp, Hexry Barruo.omew, Penn st, Hoxton, Fine Art Publishers Aug 27 Price & 
Son, Walbrook 
Peut, Witu1aM Hewry, Sheffield, Coal Agent July 26 Withers, West Bromwich 


fom, om Brighton, retired Licensed Victualler Sept 14 Evershed & Shapland, 
ighton 


Poveen, Haxianemn Mary, Leamington Aug 26 Wainwright & Co, Wakefield 
Prestox, Epwarp, Tenbury, Wores, Gent Aug 31 Preston, Chester 

Row xanp, Drusitia, Stoke, Guildford, Surrey July 30 Matthews, Guildford 
Sx.r, Exvizaperu, Cadnam, Hants Augi19 Coxwell & Pope, Southampton 
Srumons, Isaac, Brondesbury villas, Kaburn, Gent Aug 12 Myer, New Bridge st 


Gruose, Freverick Gorvox, Manchester, Merchant Aug 30 J & E Whitworth, Man- 
chester 
Tayuor, Joux Cuan es, Southall, Esq Augi5 Aston & Co, Edgware rd 


Tomxins, Racuet, Albrighton, nr Wolverhampton Aug 22 Roy & Cartwright, Lothbury 


Toomry, Groror, Tirhoot, British India, and Clapham pk, Indigo Planter Aug 15 San- 
derson & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Unraank, Josern, West Hartlepool, Innkeeper Augi5 Fryer, West Hartlepool 


Pope & Co, Colchester 


pton 
Woopwarp, Lucy, Brighton Aug 20 Livesay & Co Brighton 


London Gazette.—Fatpay, July 15. 


Buanp, Rosert, Brooksby st, Barnsbury, Gasfitter Aug 31 Price & Son, Walbrook 
Cuacksri=Lo, Wittiam Epwanp, King’s rd, Chelsea, Butcher Aug12 Cockram Taylor, 


Essex st, Strand 


Coprixeron, Evrzanets Bsrusit, Baton ter Aug 23 Markby & Co, New sq, Lineoln’ 
inn 





on Joseph, solicitor, 165, Fenchurch st \ 
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Cotiarp, Mary Axn, Canterbury Aug 20 Plummer & Fielding, Canterbury 

Cutsuaw, Wit.1am, Bootle, Lancaster, Coal Dealer July 30 Cotton & Leake, Liverpool 

Davies, Estuer, and Crara Marra Davies, Cambridge st, Pimlico Sept 12 Saunders, 
t st 


Dvuepate, James CRAWSHAW, Accrington, Gent Augi0 Radcliffes & Higginson, Black- 
b 


urn 
Gartacre, Epwarp Luioyn, Gatacre, Salop, Esq Sept 1 Hemingway & Son. Bewdley 
Gitcurist, Arcuipatp, Toxteth Park, nr Liverpool, Shipwright Peacock & Co, 


Liverpoo 
sa Cuartes, Youngsbury, Hertford, Esq Sept 29 Gayton & Hare, Much 
am 


Goopwis, Peter, Urmston, Lanes, Soap Agent Aug 27 Darbishire & Co, Manchester 
Green, Tuomas, Asket Hill, Leeds, Gent Sept1 Simpsons & Denham, Leeds 
Hawxsworth, Jonn, Nessfield, nr Ilkley, Yorks, Gent July27 Robinson & Co, Bradford 
Hit, Frank, Fratton, Hants, Baker Aug 20 Hyde & Hobbs, Portsmouth 


Hitts, Colonel Grorce Scott, Regent’s park rd, Royal Engineers Augi5 Sanderson & 
Co, Queen Victoria st 

Hopextxsox, Georce James Spencer, Judicial Commissioner of Upper Burmah, Car 
Colston, Nottingham Sept1 Hodgkinson, Newark on Trent 

Hoven, Marcaret, Heigham, Norwich Sept 29 Sadd & Bacon, Norwich 


Hoven, Peter, Heigham, Norwich, Gent Sept29 Sadd & Bacon, Norwich 

Hvussarv, Georce, Plymouth, Esq Augi2 Hubbard, Chancery lane 

Hvupsoy, Exizasetru, Heaton, Yorkshire Aug 15 Morgan & Morgan, Bradford 

Hyams, Lewis, Tufnell pk rd, Diamond Merchant Aug 31 Roberts, Coleman st 

Ketty, Rev James, M.A., Liverpool Augil Cleaver & Co, Liverpool 

Mixes, Joux, Bournemouth, Baker Augi9 Trevanion & Co, Bournemouth, Hants 

Moore, Mary Evitex Wuirtesive, Hazelgrove, Chester Aug 31 Doyle, Manchester 

Ouirr, James, Chatham, Gent Augi13 Mann, Chatham 

Percu, Wit.1am, Cardiff, Colliery Proprietor Aug 31 Batchelor & Cousins, Walbrook 

Ric, Awe, Solihull, Warwickshire Sept1 Newey, Birmingham 

sige Saran Tipsvry, St James’s rd, Stratford Aug 20 Sheffield & Co, St Swithin’s 
ane 

Samuvetson, Mary Ayn, Addison rd, Kensington Augil Samuelson, Broad st avenue, 
New Broad st 

Suaw, Davin, Clayton, nr Manchester, Oil Refiner Aug 31 Sutton & Co, Manchester 

Swuitn, Mary, Birmingham Aug 30 Ansell & Ashford, Birmingham 

BSreaiss, Isapeia, Crystal Palace Park rd, Sydenham Aug 29 Palmer, Queen Victoria st 

Story, Jonx, Westbourne ter rd, Surgeon Sept1 Saxton & Son, Queen Victoria st 

Toomury, Grorce, Blomfield, Clapham pk, Surrey, Indigo Planter Aug 15 Sanderson & 
Co, Queen Victoria st 

Ware, Rosert Grecory. Little Shelford. Cambridge, Hon Colonel Suffolk Regiment 

ug 31 en & Knowles, Cambridge 

Water, Epwarp Ouirre, Pembridge villas, Westbourne grove, Esq Aug20 Caprons & 
Co, Savile p), Conduit st 

Watuis, Freperick Wrii1am, Carlton, Victoria, Gent Aug 24 Lovell & Co, Gray’s inn sq 

Watssiey, Joux Watsu, Blackburn Augi0 Radcliffes & Higginson, Blackburn 

Wicram, “= yom Rosert, Colombo, Ceylon, Esq Aug 22 Markby & Co, New sq, 

coln’s inn < 

Wiper, Rev Jous Trararcar, Gt Bradley, Cambridge Auz12 Rogers, Newmarket 

Woo.tatt, Jane Emma Stacey, Hertford Auci5 Spence & Co, Hertford 

Youxe, Rt Hon Lady Auicta Diaya, Tunbridge Wells Augi12 Vincent, Ryde 

Younes, Susay, Heigham, Norwich Sept 29 Sadd & Bacon, Norwich 

Youxes, Witi1am, Heigham, Norwich, Gent Sept 29 Sadd & Bacon, Norwich 


Aug 25 
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A..isos, Sornia, Calne, Wilts Aug 31 Gough, Calne 
Aveyarp, Sam, East Ardsley, York, Innkeeper Augi18 Lodge, Wakefield 
Barer, Wi111aM, Goldenhill, Stafford, retired Miner Aug12 Hollinshead, Tunstall 
Bice, Frepericx Wit.1aM, Princes grdns,Esq Aug30 Eyre & Co, John st, Bedford row 


Braxz, Georce Joux, Aberdeen pk, Highbury, Esq Aug 29 Sewell & Edwards, Gresh: 
House, Old Broad st ete oe sedate Natana i268 

Brows, Axxiz, High st, Harlesden, Milliner Aug 25 Gedge & Co, Old Palace yard. 
Westminster ‘ 


Bursnam, Rosert Texsisox, Hulderness, York, Farmer Sept5 Leak & Co, Kingston 
upon 

Carisiz, Mary Ayx, Bailbrooke, nr Bath Aug 31 Broad & Co, Bristol 

Dossox, Jons, Bolton, Lancaster, Brewer Augi7 Ryley, Bolton 


Depiey, Wit11am Hexry, Wychall Farm, King’s Norton Aug 26 Bourne & Belfield 
New inn, Strand 
Dvrraxs, Govrrey, Hull, Waterman July 30 Furniss, Brighouse 


Eatox, Hexnx, Swansea, retired Inspector of Police Aug 31 Stricks & Bellingham, 
Swansea 
Feaxcis, Witt1am Harries, Mount Pleasant, Swansea, Esq Aug 31 


, Swansea 
Gate, Eviza, Margate Aug6é Hills, Margate 


Giesxix, Grorciaxa Batnia, Herne Bay, Kent Sept 1 
Victoria 


Stricks & 


Munton & Morris, Queen 
Giexmiz, Jane Tuomsox, Herne Bay, Kent Sept 1 Munton & Morris, Queen Victoria st 
Goovirz, Grorse, Broom Edge, Chester Sept 1 Welford, Lymm 

Hamiitox, Axprzw, Liverpool, retired Grocer Aug 16 Cleaver & Co, Liverpool 

ene <a Surru, Dford, Essex, retired Tailor Aug 30 Wilson & Son, Basing- 


mor ~~" men Scott, Regent’s park rd Aug 15 Sanderson & Co, Queen Vic- 


Howtaxp, Evizanetu, Niddry Lodge, Campden hill Aug 15 Wilkins & Co, Gresham 
e, Old Broad st 

Juaty, Hanny Joux, Radipole, Dorset, Surveyor Sept 29 Howard, Weymouth 

Ksow.xs, Anrnvr, Scarborough, Gent Aug 20 Miller & Co, Salter’s Hall ct, Cannon st 

Laxornr, Lovisa Manta, Poole, Dorset Augi6 Salter Dickinson, Poole 

Mattuas, Jaxx, West Hartlepool July 26 Harrison & Barker, West Hartlepool 

Mantis, Evstace Menevyrn, Clanricarde grdns, Hyde pk, Barrister at Law Sept 1 
Saxton & Morgan, Somerset st, Portman sq 4 “ 

McCutsocn, Bextus Ditxor, Farleigh rd, Hackney Aug 19 Lucas & Ward, Copthall 
avenue 

Nawtox, Tuomas, Sheffield, Merchant Aug 31 Gould & Coombe, Shefficld 

Nicuorts, Acrauv, Calne, Wilts, Farmer Augi4 Gough, Calne 





| Warken, Ann, Idridgehay, Derby 


Oakey, Grorcrk Mark, Small Heath, Birmingham, Beerhouse Keeper Aug 23 Thomas, 
Birmingham 

Panapourn, Cuarxes, Keston, Kent, Gent Aug15 Cattarns & Co, Mark lane 

Partoy, Francis (and not Barron as erroneously printed in the Gazette of May 13, 1992, 
and July 12, 1892), Denmark villas, West Brighton, Gent June 20 Potter & (o, 
King st, Cheapside r 

Priant, Henry, eshall, Staffs, Farmer Sept 1 Cooper & Yates, Eccleshall 


Srrn, Tuomas, Pirbright, Surrey, Gent Aug 25 Brown, Lincoln’s inn fields 


| Sarr, Witt1am Warren, Garstone pk, nr Godstone, Surrey, Esq Sept1 Hughes & Qo, 


Budge row 
Srosart, Georcr Cutiey, Coupland Castle, Northumbrld, Esq Sept1 Dees & Thomp. 
son, Newcastle upon Tyne 
August 31 Walley, Man. 


Tae, Wiu.1aM, Fallowfield, nr Manchester, Merchant 
chester x ies 
Town.ey, Ricuarp, Skerton, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler August 15 Swainson & 


‘o, Lancaster 5 
Turner. CuarRLes, Westbourne terrace, Esq September1 Collyer-Bristow & Co, Bedfor 


Ware, Wrurras Exuis, Powick, Worcester, Esq, JP August 31 Braikenridge, Bart- 
Wasa Wate Rosert, Flinton, York, Farmer September 5 Leak & Co, Kingston 
Winestatan Meiakiniians Joux Georce, Hyde pk Mansions, Edgware rd, Esq August 
30 Allingham, Bucklersbury 
London Gazette.—Fnipvay, July 22. 


Avams, Joun Bensamin, Heigham, Norwich, Travelling Draper Sept 29 Sadd & Bacon, 
orwic 
—— James Josepn, Knt, Springhill, Duffield, Derby Sept1 Tliffe & Co, Bei- 
ord row 
BEtiRInGeR, James Rosert, Camberwell New rd, Boot Manufacturer Aug 13 Robinson, 


Chancery lane 


Buren, Francis Jonny, Tintern, Caterham Valley, Gent Aug 30 Hollams & Co, Mincing 


ne : a 

Burrery, Samvet, Warwick, Stone Merchant Aug 22 Canning & Canning, Birmingham 

Carrincton, James Yates, Hill rd, St John’s Wood Aug 31 Mann & Taylor, New 
Oxford st 

CiurrerBuCcK, Rosert, Watford, Herts, Esq Aug27 Veasey & Co, Baldock 


CockLe, Frances Wua.essy, Peckham house Asylum, Peckham Aug 20 Lockyer, New 
Cross 

Cotiixe, Hannan, Stokesley, York Augi17 Lowther Carrick, Stokesley 

Cory, Wiitram, Burslem, Stafford, Earthenware Manufacturer Aug 25 Ellis, Burslem 

Crompron-Roserts, CHARLES Hexry, Monmouth, Esq Sept 18 Williams, Monmouth 

Curtis, Joseru, South Skirlough, York, Farm Labourer Sept 1 England & Co, Hull 


Davies, Ropert Pexxext, Weston st, Bermondsey, Emery Manufacturer Oct 1 Well- 
borne & Son, Dukest, Southwark 


Epexston, Perer, Cazenove rd, Stoke Newington, Gent Sept 1 Stones & Co, Finsbury 
circus 

Epuunpsox, James, Blackburn, Mineral Water Manufacturer Sept 1 Malam Brother, 
Blackburn : 

Exverrietp, Epwarp, Hambledon, Southampton, Esg Aug 29 Gunner & Renny, 
Bishop’s Waltham 


Ex.iort, Exzanor, Mill Dam, South Shields Aug 26 Young, South Shields 

Everett, Epwarp Jackson, Knight’s Hill rd, West Norwood, Gent Aug 15 
Co, Gray’s-inn-square : 

Gapp, Wi1u1s, Heyshott, Sussex, Yeoman Aug 20 Addison, Portsmouth 

Gon, Wit.1am James, Washington terr, Barnes Sept 29 Ansell, Washington tert, 

jarnes 

GitBErTsoy, Heyry Joun, Preston, Solicitor Aug 31 Banks & Co, Preston 

Haicu, Grorcs, Sandal Magna, nr Wakefield, Esq Aug 18 Williams & Edwarls, 
Wakefield 

Hanzizs, Joux, Tabard st, Southwark, Tinman’s Mounting Maker Aug 31 Chamber 


layne, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Heare, Mary Anye, Bath Aug27 Rooke & Coker, Bath 

Horner, ALBERT Barker, Winchester, Agent to Reuter’s Telegram Co Aug 30 Warne, 
Winchester 

Hueues, Amewia, Brynmawr, Brecon Aug 31 Gwynne Powell, Brynmawr 

Hu sert, Joseru, Woodlands, Isleworth, Gent Aug 20 Eley, New Broad st 

Hvruistoy, Husert Witiiam, Winchcombe, Gloucestershire Crookes, Chur 
rd, Richmond 

Jarratt, Emaxvuet Joun, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler Aug 31 
Co, Wolverhampton 

Jonas, CATHERINE, Maida vale, Kilburn Sept2 Palmer & Bull, Bedford row 


Joxes, Ricuarp, Kersal, nr Manchester, Velvet Manufacturer Sept 1 Jones, Mat 
chester 


Denton & 


Aug 27 


Colebourn & 


Lirnowz, Carouine Exizaseru, Emsworth villas, Kew Sept 2 Pearce & Sons, Gilt- 


spur s ; eo 
Lisserer, Ciarissa, Dodford, nr Bromsgrove Aug 22 Foster & Kendrick, Birmingham 


Lown, Jane, Keighley, York Aug 22 Wright & Waterworth, Keighley 
Manvorp, Joun, Dudleston, Ellesmere, Salop, Farmer Aug 21 Salter & Giles, Ellesmen 


Miers, Catnentne Harris, Maida vale Sept 2 Godwin & Son, Wool Exchange, Cole 
man st 
Myerscoven, Exizaneru, Preston Aug 31 Banks & Co, Preston 


Pue.rs, Fanny, Reading Aug 25 Lamb & Co, Basingstoke 

Pivumprox, Witi1aM, Farndon, Chester, Gent Aug 22 Bremner & Co, Liverpool 
Pouvrenty, Many Cavitt, Bridgwater, Somerset Aug 2i Brice, Bridgewater 
Rivyarp, Hannau, Chester Aug 3l Harvey & Co, Liverpool 

Rovexnvunst, Guonce, Ellesmere, Salop,Gent Aug 21 Salter & Giles, Ellesmere 
Russe.., Hexnierra, Bournemouth Sept 2 Russell & Co, Coleman st 

Saumon, Joszru, The Mill, Long Compton, Warwick Sept & Toy, Chipping Norton 


Smitu, James Eanty, Avenue rd, Regent’s pk, Stockjobber Oct 1 Herbert Smith, 
Nicholas lane 

Survoix, Witssam, Birkbeck rd, Acton, Gent 
Stockwell ’ 

Taywrox, Rev Wittiam, Southborough, Tunbridge Wells Aug 20 Street & Co, Lit 
coln’s inn fields 

Truxvie, James Srnracuan, Ipswich, Saddler Sept 1 Cobbold & Co, Ipswich 


Sept 1 Robotham & Co, Derby 
Waseem. Joux, Euxton, Lancaster, Clerk in Holy Orders Aug 26 Mayhew & © 


Sept 25 Henry Sturt, Aytoun 1%, 


Wirtos, Ramen Jaxx, Halifax, Innkeeper Aug 31 Lancaster & Wright, Bradford 
Wonrnsixy, Witttam, Marsh, Pudsey, Yorks, Gent Sept 1 Turner & Turner, Leeds 
Woo.rarr, Janu Enna Stacey, Hertford Aug i5 Spence & Co, Hertford 

Woov, Maxis, Worcester Aug 20 Hughes & Brown, Worcester 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, July 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bauer, STEWART, Tunstall, Grocer Hanley, Burslem, and 
Tunstall Pet July 19 Ord July 19 ; 

Buavay, Joux, Merton :d, Wimbledon, Builder Wands- 
worth Pet July 20 OrdJuty20 , 

Browse, FrevrntcK, Conduit st, Publican High Court 
Pet July 13 OraJuly 18s 

Burkett, Georck (jun), Sheffield, Boot Manufacturer 
Sheffield Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Cougs, JACOB, Leeds, Milk Dealer Leeds Pet July 20 
Ord July 20 ’ . : 

Courtsey, Tuomas, King’s rd, Chelsea, of no occupation 
High Court let June 27 Ord July 11 

Cox, Jous, Jarrow upon Tyne, F.tter 
Tyne Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Crows, Taropore, Cheetham, Manchester, Hat Manufac- 
turer Manchester Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Evays, Tuomas, Pontypridd, Jeweller Pontypridd Pet 
July 16 Ord July 16 ; : p 

Gausies, Hersert Horsey, Worthing, Dairyman High 
Court Fet July18 Ord July 18 

Garover, Witu1AM, Eastbourne, Builder Eastbourne and 
Lewes Pet July 20 Ord July 20 i 

Ginnoys, Joux, Cambridge ri, Bethnal Green, Mechanic 
High Court Pet July 19 Ord July 19 ; 

Goprrex, Georce, West Winch, Norfolk, Farmer King’s 
Lynn Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Gnvitus, James, Buckingham, Boot Manufacturer Ban- 
bury Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Harnisox, Joun Epwiy, Leeds, Tailor 
Ord July 19 \ 

Haren, Joux, Dover st, Piccadilly, Hotel Pruprietor High 
Court Pet July2 Ord July 16 

Hexwoov, Hexry Tomas, Moseley, Birmingham, Coal 
Merchant Birmingham Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Hewett, Fraxx, Perey rd, Uxbridge rd, Builder High 
Court Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Hopexixs, Saumur. Eaaixtrox, Willenhall, Staffordshire, 
Milliner Wolverhampton Pet June 27 Ord July 18 

Hust, Ropert Epwiy, Bethnal Green rd, Bath Proprietor 
High Court Pet July1 Ord July 15 

Hyart, Rosert, Leicester, Grocer Leicester Pet June 27 
Ord July 18 

Kayr, Georce Ruspy, Leicester, Tool Maker Leicester 
Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Leceat, ALEXANDER, Wavertree, nr Liverpool, Corn Dealer 
Birkenhead Pet July 14 Ord July 18 

Marr, Georce, Birmingham, Coal Dealer and Haulier 
Birmingham Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Marsu, Wittiam, Folkestone, Stable Keeper Canterbury 
Pet July 18 Ord July 1s 

Mayer, Gustav, Fellows rd, Hampstead, Watch Manu- 
facturer High Court Pet July 11 Ord July 20 

Mitts, Cuaries, Gloucester, Bricklayer Gloucester Pet 
July 16 Ord July 18 

Moorr, Wii11aM, Carlisle, Confectioner Carlisle Pet July 
20 Ord July 20 

Mutes, Freperick Epwarp Ssaytru, Pembroke Dock, 
Grocer Pembroke Dock Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Neruersert, Danie., Lowestoft, unemployed Gt Yar- 
mouth Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Nicuotsos, Martix, Goodrich rd, fast Dulwich, Commer- 
cial Clerk High Court Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Oxtox, Tuzovore Antuur, South Knighton, Leicester, 
Carmau Leicester Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

OsBaLpestox, James, Holme, nr Burnley, Cotton Manu- 
facturer Burnley Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Owexcrort, Ayn Sornia Arrnur, Hackoey rd, 
Maker High Court Pet July 18 Ord July 1s 

Pascor, James, Swansea, Coal Merchant Swansea 
July 19 Ord July 19 

Pessens, Avcuste, Glasshouse st. 
Manufacturer High Court Pet July 19 Ord Juty 19 

Pix, James, Cuerphilly, Glamorganshire, China Dealer 
Cardiff Pet July 20 Ord July 2 

Pau &, Epwix, and Avserr Price, Hinckley, Leicester- 
shire, Boot Manufacturers Leicester Pet July 16 
Ord July 16 

Raver, Tuomas, Newcastle on Tyne, 
High Court Pet June9 Ord July 20 

Ruoves, Witiiam, Tintwistle, Cheshire, Butcher Ashton 
under Lyne and Stalybridge Pet July 7 Ord July 18 

Rowiayp, Exiza, Ottery 8t Mary, Devonshire, Coal Mer- 

, Chant Exeter Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Sancext, Puiir, Gloucester rd, Croydon, Timber Mer- 

_ chant High Court Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Scort, J., Drury lane, Fruit Salesman High Court Pet 

_ dune22 Ord July 18 

Srarkiss, Winttiam, and Cuarces Exauisu, Chippenham 
rd, Paddington, Fruiterers High Court Pet July 16 

_ Ord July 16 

Sraruam, Hexry, Sparrow corner. Minories, 

,_ High Court Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Terie, Hexry Witnsam, Liverpool, Pawnbroker Liver- 

», POL Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Tavern, Trayrox Epw Anv, Brighton, Builder Brighton 

om Pet July 20 Ord Jaly 29 

Terni, Svusanyxnanu Mania, Fakenham, 
Norwich Pet July 10 Ord July 19 

1LKS, Eowanp James, Leeds, Provision Dealer 

Pet July 18 Ord July 18 


Newcastle upon 


Leeds Pet July 19 


Shoe 
Pet 


Regent st, Woollen 


Ship Repiirer 


Carman 


Norfolk, Baker 
Leeds 


The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 


lished in the London Gazette, July 12: 


MSuxtoex, Canorine, York pl, Strand, Widow High Court 


Pet June 13 Ord July 7 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Avuisey, R, Old Broad st July 20 at 2.: 
Carey st 
Auexaxves, dows Gitvenr, Bradford, Cabinet 
w. ug 2 at li Of Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
; ri Gronce, Leicester, Fishmonger 
ff Reo, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 


W Bkcy bldgs, 








Barker, Georce, Hinton Cassavet Barker, and WitiiAM 
Barker, Mark lane, Bankers Aug 19 at12 Venetian 
Chamber, Holborn Restaurant 

Buacxman, J, Catford, Kent, Builder July 29 at 12.30 
21, Railway approach, London Bridge 

Browne, Freperick, Conduit st, Publican July 29 at 12 
Bkcy bldgs, Carey st 

Campse.t, James C., Cambridge, Travelling D-aper July 
3) at 12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridze 

C.iark, James Goopsury, Gt Grimsb 
July 30 at 11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Cuioven, Francis Batpwiy, Bradford, Plumber Aug 2 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Coates, Wititas, Linthorpe, nr Middlesborough, Weigh- 
man Aug 3 at 3 
borough 

Coxs rox, J ames, Stockton on Tees, F.sh Dealer 
3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Downuam, James, Liverpool, Commission Agent Aug 4 at 
3 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Epis, Francis Oswatv, New sq, Lincoln’s inn, Barrister- 
at Law July 23 at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Evans, Davin, Barry Dock, Glamorganshire, Grocer’s 
Assistant July 29at3 Off Rec, 29, Queea st, Cardiff 

Evans, Exizasern, Carmarthen, General Dealer July 30 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 

Ewess, Jou, Millbrook, Cornwall, Baker Aug 4 at 11 
10, Athenzeum terr, Plymouth 

Happen, Samven, St George, Glouces, Builder Aug 8 at 3 
Off Ree, Bank chbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Hesxetu, Wittiam, Hulme, Manchester, Ironfounder 
July 29 at 3 Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Hvuaues, Hueu, Cardiff, Innkeeper’s Manager July 30 at 
12 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 


Aug 3 at 


Hyatt, Rosert, Leicester, Grocer Aug 4 at 12.30 Of 
, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 
Jerrery, James, North Shields, Lecturer Aug 2 at 1 


Ree, Figtree lane, Sheffield 

Kaminski, Evpwarp, Sheffield, Auctioneer 
Off Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 

Kaye, Grorar Ruspy, Leicester, Tool Maker 
Off Ree, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 

Lovett, Ropert James, Newbury, Berks, Coachbuilder 
July 29 at 12.30 Municipal bldgs, Newbury 

Mixts, Cuartes, Gloucester, Bricklayer July 30ut3 Off 
Rec, 15, King st, Gloucester 

Morris, Joun, Bridge st, Burdett rd, Draper Aug 3 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Murrirtt, Atrrep, East Hatley, Bedfordshire, Blacksmith 
July 29 at 11 Off Rec, Gt Paul’s sq, Bedford 

Nosiz, James Perer, Chesilton rd, Fulham, 


Aug 2 at 12 
Aug 4 at 3 


Financial 
Agent Aug3atil Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

O’ Bryan, James, Blackburn, Bedding Manufacturer 
10 at 1 County Court house, Blackburn 

Oram, James, South Stockton, Yorks, Mattress Maker 
Aug3at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Ortox, Turooore Artuvur, Leicester, Carman Aug 5 at 
12.30 Off Ree, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 

Owencrort, Any Sopuia Antuus, Hackney rd, Boot Maker 
Aug 3 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Pare, Eowarp Rosert, Ely, Cambridgeshire, Gent 
2at12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambri 

Puiturrsox, Ropert Witt1am, Walbottle, Northumbrid, 
Builder July 29 at 11.30 O/f Rec, Pink lane, New- 
castle upon Tyne 

Prayer, Atsert Epwarp, Colverston cres, Hackney, Draper 
Aug 3at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Prick Evwiyx, and Avsert Price, Hinckley, Leics, Boot 
Manufacturers Aug3at3 Off Rec, 34, Friar lane, 
Leicester 

Raw try, Tuomas, Beckenham; Kent, Bookbinder 
at 11.30 24, Railway app, London bridge 

Row anp, Euiza, Ottery St. Mary, Devonshire, Coal Mer- 
chant Aug2at10 Off Rec, 13, Bedford circ, Exeter 

Rumpie, Cares, Well st, Hackney, Bookbinder July 2) 
atl Bankruptcy Bldgs, Carey st 

Sayperson, George, Sheftield, Spindle Manufacturer Aug 
2ati11 Olf Rec, Figtree lane, Sheftiela 

Scupamore, Hargierre Anne, Monmouth, Farmer July 

July 29 at 


Aug 


Aug 


July 29 


29 at 11.30 Off Rec, 2, Offa st, Hereford 
Sue tox, Caro.ine, York pl, Strand, Widow 
11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Srevuens, Georce, Leicester, Pork Butcher 
12.30 Off Rec, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 
Tasker, Epwarp, Warwick, Cabinet Maker July 29 at 11 
Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 
‘Tay.oa, Jor, Shettield, Furniture Dealer 
Off Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 
Tuomas, Joun, Lianelly, Carmarthenshire, Assorter July 
30 at 10.45 Off Rec, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 
Twerex, Water Wittiam, and Daxizt Favixxer, Moor 
lane, Work Basket Manufacturers 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Wittrams, Roneer, Swansea, Dealer in Fancy Goods July 
2) at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, 8 vansea 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Auz 3 at 


Aug 2 at 11.30 


Of 


y, Builders’ Merchant | 


| 


Off Ree, x, Albert rd, Middles- | 





July 2) at 2.30 | 


Arpaciu, Ronerr Younc, Worcester, Timber Merchan | 


Worcester Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Batconn, Henny, Hastings, Livery Stable Minager Ias- 
tin Pet July 20 Receiving Order made July 11, 
under sec 103 of the Bankruptey Act, 1883 

Baruixr, Srewartr, Tunstall, Staffordshire, 
Hanley, Burslem, and Tunstall Pet 
July 19 

Bears, Col Berxanp Gronvk Grirriy, Brighton 
Pet May 25 Ord July 19 

Brown, Frevenicx, Conduit st, Publican 
Pet July 138 Ord July 20 


Grocer 
July 19) Ord 


Brighton 


High Court 


| Conky, Jacon, Leeds, Milk Dealer Leeds Pet July 20 Ord 


| 


Maker | 


July 20 at 12,30 | 





Crowy, Tuxopore, Manchester, Hat Manufacturer 


uly 20 
Cox, Joux, Jarrow upon Tyne, Fitter Newoeastle upon 
Tyne Pet July 20° Ord July 20 
Man- 
chester Pet July 18 Ord July 18 
Davony, Huan Sixccram, Haltwhistle, Northumborland, 
Plumber Carlisle Pet June 28 Ord July 2) 


Epix, Francis Oswarp (in the Receiving Order described | 


as F O Edlin), New sq, Lincoln's inn, Barrister at Law 
High Court Pet May 31 Ord July 20 


Ewens, Jouy, Millbrook, Cornwall, Baker East Stonehouse 
Pet July 11 Ord July 19 

Gaur, Eowaro Jouy, Little Milton, Oxfordshire, Farmer 
Aylesbary Pet July9 Ord July 18 : 

Gissoss, Joux, Cambri rd, Bethnal Green, Mechanic 

igh Court Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Harrison, Joun Eowry, Leeds, Tailor Leeds PetJuly 19 
Ord July 19 

Harcu, Jouy, Dover st, Piccadilly, Hotel Proprietor High 
Court Pet July2 Ord July 2) 

Hexwoop, Hexry Tuomas, Birmingham, Coal Merchant 

irmingham Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Hewett, Frank, Perey rd, Uxbridge id, Builder High 
Court Pet July16 Ord ag, 2 

Hopexiss, Samugt Ecorixrox, Willenhall, Staffordshire, 
Milliner Wolverhampton Pet June 24 Ord July 19 

Hupsox, Tuomas Picxerixe, Tunbridge Wells, Auctioneer 
Tunbridge Wells Pet June 23 Ord July 19 

Kayes, Georce Russy, Leicester, Tool Maker 
Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Mare, Groner, ——. Coal Dealer Birmingham 
Pet July 18 Ord July 19 

Marsu, Wivutam, Folkestone, Stable Keeper Canterbury 
Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Mitts, Cuaries, Gloucester, Bricklayer Gloucester Pvt 
July9 Old July 18 

Morris, Jouy, — st, Burdett rd, Diaper High Court 
Pet June 30 Ord July 19 

Reeves, Amos Grores, Hinton rd, Camberwell High 
Court Pet April5 Ord July 18 

Rovistox, Joux, Lausanne rd, ger 9 Tailor’s Sales- 
man High Court Pet Juneis Ord July 19 

Row anp, Exiza, Ottery St Mary, Devonshire, Coal Mer- 
chant Exeter Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Russe.., Grorce Rosert, Alscott rd, Bermondsey, Builder 


Leicester 


High Court Pet June29 Ord July 19 

Nernerseitt, Daniet, Lowestoft, Smackowner Creat 
Yarmouth Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

OspaLpestox, James, Holme, nr Burnley, Cvutton 


Manufacturer 
Pascog, James, 8 . 
July 19 Ord July 19 
Price, Epwry, and Apert Paice, Hinckley, Leicester- 
shire, Boot Manufacturers Leic-ster Pet July 16 
Ord July 16 
Sanrcent, Puruir, Gloucester rd, Croydon, Timber Merchant 
High Court Pet July 16 Ord July 16 ' 
Seweit, Ricuarp, Battersea rise, Licensed Victualler 
igh Court Pet July15 Ord July 19 


Burnley Pet July 20 Ord July 20 
Coal Merchant Swansea Pet 





Srarkiss, Witiiam, and Cuartes Enevisu, Chippenham 
rd, dington, Fruiterers High Court Pet July 16 
Ord July 16 


Tasker, Evwarp, Warwick, Cabinet Maker Warwick 
Pet July 13 Ord July 18 


Tutnitt, Susayxan Maria, Fakenham, Norfolk, Baker 


Norwich Pet July 19 Ord July 19 
West, R B, The Coopers’ Arms, Highgate, Innkeeper 


High Court Pet July 2 Ord July 19 
Wirxs, Evwanp James, Leeds, Wholesale Provision Dealer 
Leeds Pet July 18 Ord July 1s 
Wittiams, Rovert, Swansea, er in Fancy Goods 
Swansea Pet July 15 Ord July is 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Corros, Naruasxie., Chesterman rd, Notting Hill, Com- 
mander R.N. Kingston upon Hull Adjud vet 22, 
1ss7_ Annul July i 


London Gasette—Turspay, July 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Avom, James, Ipswich, Grocer Ipswich Pet July 22 Ord 

July 22 

Avams, Wittiam, Wolstanton, Staffordshire, Eartheaware 
Manufacturer Hanley, Burslem, and Tunstal! Pet 
July 23 Ord July 23 

Baxeres-AczvGaray, Jose, Bisho te st Within, Civil 
Engineer High Court Pet July 23 Ord July 23 


| Bearouore, Taouas, Denby Bottles, Kilburn, Derbyshire, 


Crate Maker Derb et July 23 Ord July 23 
Brooxe, Gsorex, Kirkburton and Shelley, Yorkshire, 
Farmer Huddersfield Pet July 23 Ord July 23 
Craxg, WILLIAM, , Rutlandshire, Pork Pie Maker 

icester Pet July 23 Pet July 23 

Davey, James, Eynsham, Oxfordshire, Saddler Oxford 
Pet July 21 Ord July 21 

Davirs, Ricuarp, Llantrissant, Glamorganshire, Boot 
Dealer Pontypridd Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Davis, Jans, Tressillian rd, Deptford. late st Indian 
Agent High Court Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Forp, Wiiutam Hexry, Devonport, Painter East Stone- 
house Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Gave, Isanetite Jutis, Brook m, West Kensington, 
Widow High Court Pet July2 Ord July 22 

Gascoryk, Epwarp Sraniey, Union rd, Clapham, En- 
graver High Court Pet July 22 Ord July 2 

Gissox, Tuomas, Newbiggi odlptane Northumberland, 
Builder Newcastle-on-Tyne Pet July 23 Ord July 23 

Hamrrox, Hesry, Tonsley » Wandsworth, Carman's 
Foreman Wandsworth Pet July 21 Ord July 21 

Hixp, Kowanp Moreax, Barry Dock, Glam, Builder Car- 
aiff Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Hiren, Josren Hexny, Southampton, Clerk in Holy Orders 
Southampton Pet July8 Ord July 22 

Hours, Groner, Carter st, Walworth, "Pantechnicon Pro- 
prietor High Court Pet July 23 Ord July 23 

Hvuum, Groren, Colchester, Baker Colchester Pet July 2) 


Ord July 20 
Jouxsves, James, Hulme, Manchester, 
chester Pet July 6 Ord July 21 
Jones, Joux, Epsom, Horse Trainer Croydon Pet June 
Ww Ord July 5 
Kixcuant, Evaxcetinen EM, late of Warwick, Spinster 
High Court Pet Jone 30 Ord July 20 
Kaigut, Mancares, Park st, Gamden Town, Umbrella 
Manufacturer High Court Pet June 20 Onl July 2 
Lanepo, M, Mark lane, Merchant High Court June 
30 Ond July 20 


Painter Man- 


688 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








Lev sa — 1s, Southampton Brighton Pet July6 Ord 


Loup, one me, Surrey, Butcher Croydon Pet 
July 5 Ord July 

Mayers, Jouy, Pore | Gower, Glam, China Dealer 
Swansea Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Payne, Agruur Gay, Angarrack, Hayle, Cornwall, Journal- 
ist Truro Pet July 21 Ord July 21 

Perkins, Georae, Anstey, Lelcesterstire, Cattle Dealer 
Leicester Pet July 23 Ord July 2: 
Rosey, Wituram. Knight’s Hill rd, West Norwood. Coal 
Merchant High Court Pet July 22 Ord July 22 
Roots, Grorcr, Bird in Hand ct, Cheapside High Court 
Pet June 9 Ord July 21 
Scrutos, Davin, Beeston, , Pm 
Pet July 23 Ord July 23 
Ssirn, Joun, Aberavon, Glam, Licensed Victualler 
Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Ssitn, Witt1am, Swamp, Queensbury, Yorks, Omnibus 
Proprietor Halifax Pet July 23 Ord July 23 

Stewart, Tuomas, and Josern Hexry Stewart, Leeds, 
Boot Dealers Leeds Pet June2i Ord July 22 

Sroxe, Joux, Bromsgrove, Newsagent Worcester Pet 
July 19 Ord July 19 

Srove, Witi1aM, Saige, Berks, 
uly 4 Ord July 2 

Wesrtox, Wiiwie, Now Evington, Leicester, Greengrocer 
Lei Pet July 23 Ord July 23 

WarrtinG, Strerrce, and Saran Wuitrixc, Lower Bar, 
near Newport, Salop, Blacksmiths Stafford Pet July 
23 Ord July 23 

Wieroer, Iexativs, Newport House, 
Jeweller High Court Pet July 1 Ord July 21 

Wirturasms, Morcgan Rees, Eastcliffe, Penarth, Bank 
Manager Cardiff Pet July 21 Ord July 21 

Woop, Hexry Jonx Dover, Croham rd, south Croydon, 

Builder Croydon Pet June2i Ord July 19 


Insurance Agent Leeds 


Neath 


Draper Oxford Pet 


Great Newport st, 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Arvacu, Ropert Younc, Worcester, Timber Merchant 
Aug 3 at 2.30 Off Rec, 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Batuer, Stewart, Tunstall, Staffs, Grocer Aug 17 at 11 
Otf Rec, Newcastle under Lyme 

Baxeres-AuzuGarRay, Jose, Broad st avenue, Civil 
Engineer Aug 4 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Bett, Ricuarp, Scarborough, General Broker Aug 3 at 11 
Off , 74, Newborough st, Scarborough 

Bessetr, Georce Henry, Sparkbrcok, nr Birmingham, 
Builder Augiatil 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

CHAPMAN, Arravr Tuo as, St Albans, China Dealer Aug 
2at3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

Couex, Jacon, Leeds, Milk Dealer Aug 3at 11 Off Rec, 
2, Park row, Leeds 

Corsisu, James, Roehampton, Surrey, Army Tutor Aug 4 
at 10.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Cox, Jouy, , Jarrow, co Durham, —, Aug 3 at 11.30 
Rec lane, Newcastle on Tyn 

Dicxixsox, Apa, Stanthorne, Cheshire, Fireman at Salt 
Works Aug 26 at 10.45 Royal Hotel, Crewe 

Dickixsoy, Axx, Stanthorne, Cheshire, Farmer 
10.45 Koyal Hotel, Crewe 

Ey ves, CHarues, Barry, Glam, Haulier 
Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Forp, WiLt1aM Hewry, Devonport, Painter Aug 5 at 11 
10, Athenzeum terr, Plymouth 

Gissoss, Joux, Cambridge rd, tethnal Green, Mechanic 
Aug 3atil Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Geriso, Davip Joux, Barry, Glam, Confectioner 
12 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Hopexiss, Sauvet Eecixtox, Willenhall, Staffs, Milliner 
Aug 9at10 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Horxiss, Tuomas, Clyne, Resolven, Giam, Tinworks Gaffer 
Aug 3 at 2.30 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Jerraies, James, Swan lane, Senate, Wholesale Pro- 
vision Merchant Aug 3 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Macuirme, Wittiam James, Birmingham, Building Sur- 
veyor Aug 4at12 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Marsu, Wittiam, Folkestone, Stable Keeper Aug 5 at 9.30 

Rez, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Maver, Gustav, Hatton garden, Watch 
Aug4atil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Moors, Witu1am, Botcherby, nr Carlisle, 
Aug 5 at 12 12, Lonsdale st, Carlisle 

Morvey, Sawver, Burslem, Staffs, Hotel Proprietor 
l7ati2 Off Ree, Newcastle under Lyme 

Nicuorsox, Matix, Goodrich rd, East Dulwich, Com- 
mercial Clerk Aug 9 at 12 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Aug 3atll Off Re 


Of 


Aug 26 at 


Aug 2at12 Off 


Aug 4 at 


Manufacturer 
Confectioner 


Aug 


Parkes, Jous, Cardiff, Accountant 
Coal Merchant at 12 

Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Pessers, Avouste, Glasshouse st, Rege st, Woollen 
Manufacturer Aug i10at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 


Aug 5 





| 


Raywnz, ‘teas, late of Nenasie on on Tyne, Ship Re- 
pairer Aug 4 at 12 gre f bldgs, Carey st 

Russe.i, GrorGe Rosert, Alscott Bermondsey, Builder 
Aug4ati12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SarceEnt, Puruir, Finsbury pymut, Timber Merchant 
5 at il Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

SearLES, WALTER, Broadstairs, Kent, late Hotel Keeper 
Aug 5at10 Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Sewe.., Ricwarp, Battersea rise, late Licensed Victualler 
Aug 5at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Suarrtes, James, Joun SwHarpies, Rosert Epxunp 
SHarpres, and Witit1am Henry SuHarewes, Blackburn, 
Cotton Manufacturers Aug 3 at 2.30 County Court 
House, Blackburn 

Srarkiss, Witiiam, and Cuaries ENGLIsH, 
rd, Paddington, Fruiterers Aug 8 at 12 
bldgs, Carey st 

Sroxe, Jonx, Bromsgrove, Worcs, Newsagent 
10.30 Off Rec, 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Sroxe, Wiii1am, Wantage, Berks, Draper Aug 2 at 3.30 
1, St Aldate’s, Oxfo 

Stroup, Epwarp, and ALFRED 
Swansea, Colliery Proprietors 
31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Taytor, Cuartes Epwarp, South sq, Gray’s inn, Solicitor 
Aug 3 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Tay.or, Henry, Netherton, Dudley, Journeyman Baker 
Aug 3atil Off Rec, Dudley 

We.ts, Hesert Hepowortn GRENVILLE, 
Ravcurre Crorr, Water lane, Merchants 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

West, R B, The Coopers’ Arms, Highgate, Innkeeper 
3at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Wootretrt, Frepverick Cecit, Herbert rd,. Stockwell rd, 
Insurance Surveyor Aug 4 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs 
Carey st 


Aug 


Chippenhara 
Bankrup'cy 


Aug 4 at 


Dunvant, nr 
Off Ree, 


HAyDEN, 
Aug 3 at 12 


and Joun 
Aug 12 at 


Aug 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Apvams, James, Ipswich, Grocer Ipswich 
July 22 


Armstrone, W J, late Leadenhall st, Manager of a 
Restaurant High Court Pet May 19 Ord July 21 
Bearpmore, Tuomas, Kilburn, Derbyshire, Crate Maker 
Derby Pet July 23 Ord July 23 

Beavas, Jou, Ellora rd, Sunatiocn, Builder Wandsworth 
Pet July 20 Ord July 23 

Birp, F Ervest, Budge row, a st, Solicitor High 
Court Pet Mari Ord July 2 

Crane, Wittiam, Oakham, Rutland, Pork Pie Maker 
Leicester Pet July 22 Ord July 2 


Davies, Ricuarp, Llantrissant, Glam, Boot Dealer Ponty- 
pridd Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Evays, Tuomas, Pontypridd, Glam, Jeweller Pontypridd 
Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Eyies, Cuaries, Barry, Glam, Haulier Cardiff Pet July 
23 Ord July 23 

Fawcett, Wooprorp. ar sq, Printer High Court 
Pet June 21 Ord July 2 

GascoinE, Epwarp Sesceme, Fleet st, Engraver 
Court Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Goprrey, Gezorce, West Winch, Norfolk, Farmer King’s 
Lynn Pet July 19 Ord July 22 

Heinricn, Max, Belsize avenue, Hampstead, Professor of 
Music High Court Pet July6 Ord July 22 

Hixp, Epwarp Moreay, Barry Dock, Glam, Builder Car- 
diff Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Hvuum, Grorce, Colchester, Baker Colchester Pet July 
20 Ord July 20 

Hyatt, Rozert, late of Leicester, 
June 27 Ord July 22 

Ivisox, Josern, Preston, Draper 
Ord July 23 

Jones, Coartrs, Welshpool, pentpomeny, Solicitor 
town Pet June2 Ord July 2 

Kinoman, Samvet Cave, Marnhull, 
Pet June 22 Ord July 21 

ArreD, Birmingham, Paper Hangings Mer- 

Birmingham Pet June 15 Ord July 22 

Martix, T, Little Britain, Publican High Court 
April 23 Ord July 23 

Mayers, Joux, Port Eynon, Gower, Glam, 
Swansea Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Moore, Wittiam, Botcherby, nr Carliste, 
Carlisle Pet July 20 Ord July 22 

Naywor, Percy, Henry Ropert Pike, and Henry Grimes, 
Fenchurch avenue, General Merchants High Court 
Pet Apr 30 Ord July 23 

Noweit, Natsayrer, Blackburn, Builder Blackburn 
Pet May 28 Ord July 22 

Owescrort, Any Sopnia Artnur, Hackney rd, Babies’ 
Boot Maker High Court Pet July1s Ord July 22 

— a Cardiff, Accountant Cardiff Pet July 5 
Ord July 23 


High 


Leicester Pet 
Pet July 5 
New- 


Grocer 


Preston 


Dorset, Grocer Poole 
LAUGHTON, 

chant 
Pet 
China Dealer 


Confectioner 


zas Tt. asas. 


| Turner, 


Pet July.21 Ord | 


_ July 30, 1892, + ; 


‘Pay ne, Anruur Gay, Angarrack, Hayle, Cornwall, Journ 


alist Truro Pet July 20 Ord July 21 


Perkins, Groner, Anstey, Leics, Cattle Dealer Leicealill 
Pet July 23 Ord July 23 

Pots, George, Belgrave, Leics, 
Leicester Pet June 27. Ord J uly 2 


Raw ey, Tuomas, Reteten, Kent, iacasinial Croydon 
Pet July 14 Ord July 2 7 

Rosey, Wit.iam, Knight's ain rd, West Norwood, Gaal 
Merchant High Court Pet July 22 Ord July 22 


6 Manufacturer 


Scorr, J, Drury lane, nee Salesman High Court Pep 
July 22 Ord: July 22 

Scrutoy, Davin, Beeston, Leeds, Insurance Agent Leeds: 
Pet July 23 Ord July 23 

Sincram, Kare, Liverpool, Patent. Medicine Vendor 
Liverpool Pet Dec 31 Ord July 15 

Ssiri, Jouy, Aberavon, Glam, Licensed Victualler Neath 
Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Sronxt, Jony, Bromsgrove, Worcs, Newsagent Worcester 
Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Sroxe, Wittiam, Wantage, Berks, Draper Oxford Pet 
July 4 Ord July 22 

Summers, Ewma, Bristol, Boot Dealer Bristol Pet Julyg 
Ord July 21 


) Tuomas, Joun, Lianelly, Assorter Carmarthen Pet July: 


15 Ord J uly 21 
Wituam, Lutterworth, 
Leicester Pet July 8 Ord July 22 : 
Westox, Witiir, New Evington, Leicester, Greengrocgr 
Leicester Pet July 22 Ord July 23 
Wurrrixc, Srrerrie, and Saran Wairrixc, Chetwyni 
End, nr Newport, Salop, Blacksmiths Stafford Pet 
July 23 Ord July 23 
Woo.vert, Freverick Cecit, Herbert rd, Stockwell 
Insurance Surveyor High Court Pet May 27 
July 21 


Leics, 


Tronmonget™ 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


Bricurmay, Ricuarp Howe, Sheerness, Kent, Soticitor 
Rochester Adjud Sept 14, 1891 Annul July 18 


Neit, Puisir, Jermyn st, St James’s, Gent High Court} 
Adjud June 28, 1890 Annul July 21 


- 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK 
Auz, 4.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranriewp, at Polcts 
E.C., at 2 o’clock, Advowsons, Reversiens, - Policies of 
Assurance (see aivertisements, this week, p. 4) J 
Aug. 4.—Messrs. F ae oP gw Exuis, Crarx, & Co., a 
the Mart, E.C., Freehold Ground-Rent (see advertiser 
ment, this week, p. 4). ; 





All letters intended for publication in the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticate 


by the name of the writer. 


Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which te] 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, Double Numa 


WEEKLY REPORTER} 


RS 


bers, and Postage, 538. 


in wrapper, 538. SOLICITORS’ JOURNA 
26s, 6d. ; 
at the ofice—cloth, 2s. 9d., hulf law oli 


5s. 6d. 


by Post, 28s. 6d. Volwmes bow 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 


Journal with regularity, it is requested ty 
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THe GRESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


ST. MILDRED’S HOUSE, POULTRY, LONDON, E.C. 
WEST END BRANCH—2, WATERLOO PLACE, 8.W. 


ASSETS EXCEED 


TOTAL PAYMENTS UNDER POLICIES 
ANNUAL INCOME EXCEEDS 


GS THERE is NOTHING DESIRABLE in LIFE ‘ASSU RANCE which the sOC WETY ¢ docs not FURNISH CHEAPLY, INTELLIGIBLY, and PROFITABLE: 


£4,702,000 
9,972,000 
$29,000 


¢ 


YPolicies Indisputable after S Wears. 


Annuities of all kinds granted. 


Rates fixed on the most favourable terms. 


THOMAS G. ACKI AND, F.1A., F.8 
JAMES ‘Hf. SCOTT, 


+ Aetnary and Manager. 
Seervtary. 
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